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ADVERTISEMENT. 


* 


TIIE Title prefixed to theſe Letters will 


lead the Reader to expect from them, chiefly» 


the diſcuſſion of one point; but that of a 


point of great importance in itſelf, and the 
main one to which a reply to Mr. Fuller's 
Work need be directed. 


which the Author has produced in ſupport 


of his own opinion, is drawn from paſlages.. 
of ſcripture, which have ſo frequently oc- 
curred to all in the peruſal of the New Teſ- 


tament, that it might ſeem unneceſſary to 
alledge them; did it not often happen, that 
through the previous ſtate of mind the moſt 
obvious things, in a writer, eſcape the rea- 
der; or do not impreſs him. The view, in 
which theſe paſſages now offer to notice, 
ſeems not to have been obſerved by Mr. 
Fuller : with whom the Author would ſcarce- 
ly have entered the liſts, he grows ſo ,averſe 

a2 | from 
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from perſonal controverſy, had it not been 
that his work appeared to afford a fair oppor- 
tunity to bring forward the portions of 
«« The Atts of the Apoſtles,” which he has 
quoted, for the explicit purpoſe of ſhewing 
the Practical Efficacy of the Unitarian Doc- 
trine. He ſubmits the whole to the candid 
attention of Mr. Fuller, and of the Reader: 


hoping that TRUTH, and TRUTH alone, is 


the great object purſued by them and him- 
ſelf. | 


Taunton, 
June 4th, 1796. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


IT is with ſingular pleaſure, that the Au- 
thor of the following © Letters” can, ſince 
this Advertiſement was drawn up, announce 
the ſpeedy publication of an excellent dif- 
courſe on * The Practical Tendency of 
« Unitarian Sentiments,” preached at Exeter, 
on the 6th inſtant, before the Society of 
UNITARIAN CHRISTIANSs, eſtabliſhed in 
the WzsT of ENGLAND, by the Reverend 
Joun KENTISsH; which was particularly 
pointed againſt MR. FuLLtR's Repreſen- 
tations, and entered into a more full and 
minute diſcuſſion of the diſtin parts of his 


work, than is profeſſed to be done in the 
_ enſuing pages. | 


28th July, 1796. 
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LETTERS 
TO THE 


REVEREND ANDREW FULLER. 


LETTER 1. 


REVEREND SIR, 


IT was but lately that your celebrated piece, en- 
titled “ The Calviniſtic and Socinian Syſtems 
Examined and Compared ;” fell in my way, ſo as 
to find me at leiſure to read it. In the mean time 


I have heard it ſpoken of in high terms of appro- 


bation, and an expectation ſtrongly expreſſed that 
ſome one, of thoſe againſt whoſe religious ſcheme 
it is pointed, would think it incumbent upon him 
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to reply to it *. I freely own, that I with, that 
this expectation had ere now been anſwered. It 
appears to me, that your arguments do not carry 
that incontrovertible weight, which in the opinion 
of many they polleſs: and no one can doubt, that 

* the gentlemen, on paſſages in whoſe writings many 

of your reflections are grounded, are every way | 
equal to the conteſt, if they ſaw fit to enter the _ 
liſts with you. As they have not done it, I pre- ig 
ſume, they think it ſufficient to leave the candid 
reader to judge between you and them. But their 
ſilence does not bind others to a like reſerve. 


* Let no one, who like Mr. Robinson, is disposed to ex- j 

« change Christianity for S2cinianism, say that he has accu- „ 

« rately and maturely weighed the arguments on both sides, | 

te till he has read this work: 1. e. Mr. FULLEtR's Calvi- 

« hig and Socinian Schemes Compared, Tt is a work 

| < which, at least, demands a reply. The author is one, 

„ with whom it will be no disparagement to Dr. PRiESTLEY 

* „ himself, or any of his rerowned champions to take up the 
“ gauntlet, Indeed, if they do not enter the lists with him, 

« the public will be led to conclude, that their religion has 
« received a wound from which it will not easfly recover. 
« Mr. FULLER 's arguments are very little ad Hminem, but 
« almost all ad dofrinam. These arguments are ingenious 
© and solid; and it seems incumbent, I say, on Dr. PRIEST“ 
4 LE or some of his friends to reply, though the task may 
5 not be quite so easy and pleasant as that of writing funeral 
« eulogics on Mr. ROBINSON?“ Brief Reflections on the 
Eloguence of the Pulpit; by the Rev. JohN GARDINER, 
Rector of Brailsford, in the County of Derby; and Curate of 
St. Mary Magdalen, Taunton. P. 33, Note. 


Another 
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Another may engage in the controverſy, which 
they decline: and, thinking that it may ſerve the 
cauſe of ſcriptural truth and chriſtian candor, the 
perſon who now addreſſes you will follow the im- 
pulſe of his mind, to offer ſome thoughts 0 on your 
publication. 

But that my purpoſe may not be miſtaken I would, 
here, premiſe, that a minute reply to your argu- 
ments is not intended: nor is it my delign to 
follow you from chapter to chapter, and paragraph 
to paragraph. I ſhall confine myſelf to one print, 
but that a point which I think of the moſt eſſential 
moment, and deciſive as to © the moral tendency,” 
or practical influence of one of the two ſchemes, 
which you review. 

You obſerve, that “ there are two methods of 
« reaſoning, which may be uſed in aſcertaining 
« the moral tendency of principles. The firſt is 
„by comparing the principles themſelves with the 
nature of true holineſs, and the agreement or 
ce diſagreement of the one with the other. The 
% ſecond by referring to plain and acknowledged 
facts; judging of the nature of cauſes by their 
0 effects . 

On this laſt ground, Sir, would I now ſtand up 
an advocate for the tendency and efficacy, in a 
practical view, of the ſentiments which you oppoſe 
as Socinian tenets. But, let it be, here, remem- 
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bered, that I mean not to canvaſs the truth or falſe- 
hood of thoſe aſſertions which you produce from 
the writings of Dr. Prieſtley, Mr. Lindſey, Mr. 
Belſham, and others; nor to examine either the ac- 
curacy of your quotations, or the juſtneſs of your 
concluſions. The principles, the moral tendency, 
of which I propoſe to conſider, are not the particu- 
lar aſſertions of any individual author, nor any 
incidental ſentiments any one may have connected 
with the avowal or defence of them. In this I 
way, perhaps, appear to depart from the topics you 
diſcuſs; it may be ſo: but I am confident, that I 
ſhall come to the main point, which is the ſcheme 
itſelf: though I paſs by paſſages ſcattered up and 


down in the writings of its known advocates, and 


taken in a detached form, out of the connection in 
which they originally ſtand. 
The fundamental principles of thoſe whom you 


Chooſe to call SociNIANs are, that © there is but 


« ONE God, the SOLE former, ſupporter, and 
« governor of the univerſe, the ONLY proper ob- 
t ject of religious worſhip; and that there is but 
«K one mediator between God and man, the Man 
« Chriſt Jeſus, who was commiſſioned by God to 
e inſtruct men in their duty, and to reveal the 
« doctrine of a future life.” 

"Theſe are the principles which they conſider as 
forming the primitive ſyſtem of the chriſtian doc- 
trine. On theſe proper Unitarian principles, they 
conceive the cauſe of true religion and virtue may 

be 
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be moſt effectually promoted: and that theſe plain, 
unadulterated truths of chriſtianity, when fairly 
taught and inculcated, are of themſelves ſufficient 
to form the minds of thoſe who embrace them, 
to that true dignity and excellence of character, 
to which the goſpel was intended to elevate 
them *. 8 

That they are ſo, is the point which J affirm, 
and ſhall endeavour to eſtabliſh. If I can eſtabliſn 
it by clear, deciſive evidence, it will ſuperſede the 
examination of that compariſon into which you fo 
fully enter, and of all the particulars into which 
your elaborate performance branches out. 

We think it, Sir, a juſt ground of boaſt, over our 
fellow-chriſtians who hold different tenets'from us, 
that we can expreſs our fundamental opinions in 
the words of ſcripture. © To us there is but ONE 
« Gop, the FArHER, of whom are all things, 
« and we in Him: and ons Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
« by whom are all things, and we by Him.” 
1 Cor. viii. 6. There is ont Gop, and one 
« Mediator between God and man, the MAY 
„ 'Chrift - Jeſus,” 3. Andi fo, wo 
think it a moſt material and propitious circum- 
ſtance in the vindication of our fentimeats, that 
we can appeal to ſcripture ſas, to ſhow their 
practical tendency. and efficacy. © It was a diſ- 
«© tinguithing mark of primitive preaching,” as 
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you obſerve, © that it commended itſelf to every 
« man's conſcience. People, in general, could not 

« fit unconcerned under it. We are told of ſome 
« who were cut to the heart, and took counſel to 
« ſlay the preachers; and of others who were 
« priced to the heart, and ſaid, “ Men and 
« brethren, what ſhall we do *?“ We think our- 
ſelves juſtified in aſſerting, that theſe impreſſions 
were made, this holy ſolicitude awakened by the 
preaching of the pure Unitarian doctrine. The 
world, we fay, was converted by this very doctrine; 
on this dofirine were churches formed: this was 
the doQrine which worked effeQtually in them, 
who believed. 

I accede to your remark, that “ there is no- 
« thing like experiment in religion, as well as 
« in philoſophy. As to his, i. e. Dr. Prieſtley's 
„talking what tendency his ſentiments would 
« have upon heathens and mahometans, provided 
« a free intercourſe could be obtained, this is all 
« conjecture. The beſt way to know their effi- 
« cacy is by trial, and trial hath been made f.“ 
Yes: and, I will add, to the glorious diſplay of 
the efficacy of thoſe principles; when ſuch was 
the force with which they reached the minds of 
thoſe to whom they were addrefled, that © they 
« turned to God from idols, to ſerve the LIVING 
« AND TRUE Gop, and to wait for AIS soN from 
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&« Heaven, whom HE raiſed from the dead, even 


&« ESOUS who hath delivered us from the wrath to 
„% come.” 


But here, Sir, J wilt pauſe and relieve your 
attention and my own, by ſubſcriving myſelf with 
reipect, 


Your's, &c, 


"0 LETTER 


LETTER II. 


REVEREND SIR, 


AT the cloſe of my former letter J advanced 
what may, probably, appear to ſome a bold aſſer- 
tion; namely, that the world was converted, that 
the ſinners of mankind were brought to faith and 
repentance by the preaching of the ſimple Unitarian 
doctrine. You have faid, © that Socinian writers 
« can not ſo much as pretend, that their doctrine 
«© has been uſed to convert profligate ſinners to the 
% love of God and holineſs Xx.“ Now, I not only 
pretend, but hope to prove, that at the firſt planting 
of the goſpel, this was the doctrine which was 
effectual for this purpoſe. Should it not, in modern 
times, be effectual to the ſame great ends, the cauſe 
muſt be ſought in other circumſtances, not in the 
nature of the doctrine or its ec.” 

You are not to be told, that there are times, 
in which men hear not Moſes and the Prophets; 
nor would be perſuaded, though one roſe from the 
dead: and yet you would not ſay, that the preaching 
of Moſes and the Frophets, or the appearance of one 
from the dead,- had not an efficacy, or a tendency, 
to bring men to repentance. It is well known to 
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you, that the flock of Chriſt, while he was on 


earth, was but © a little flock,” and that prophecy 
repreſented him as lamenting the unſucceſsfulneſs 


of his preaching, and ſaying, „I have laboured in 


« vain; I have ſpent my ſtrength for nought, and 
de in vain.” It is well known to you, that the 
apoſtles, notwithſtanding that thouſands were ſome- 
times converted by their miniſtry, alſo found reaſon 
to cry out, © Who hath believed our report, and to 
« whom hath the arm of the Lord been revealed?“ 
Rom. x. 16. Great multitudes were not con ! 
verted: and, yet, you would not impeach the 
efficacy of the doctrine they preached. You would 
not ſay, that there was © nothing in it to alarm the 
„ conſcience: or intereſt the heart *. We think 
it, therefore, not a juſt conſequence, nor a generous 
concluſion which, admitting the fact, you draw 
from the unſucceſsfulneſs of thoſe who preach the 
focinian doctrine. And, if we can ſhow, that this 
very doctrine was the doctrine, by which, in the 
firſt ages, the conſcience was alarmed, you will 
be ready, I would hope, to retract your reflece 
tions. | 


To this argument, then, I will proceed. We 


will take, Sir, the New Teſtament into our hands 
and we will open the hiſtory of the planting the 


goſpel ; of that period, “ when the word of God 
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« was glorified, and thouſands were born in a 
« day.” | 

The firſt ſermon, ſo wonderfully ſucceſsful, as to 
bring over to the chriſtian faith about three-thouſand, 
was that of Peter on the day of Pentecoſt, Acts, ii. 
Let us go over it, and fee what were the doctrines 
taught in it. They were theſe; that “ Jeſus of 
« Nazareth was a MAN, approved of Gon, by 
« miracles, ſigns and wonders which Gop did 
« by him; that being by the right-hand of Goo 
te exalted, and having received of the FATHER the 
« promiſe of the holy ſpirit, he had ſhed forth that 
« gift which they then ſaw and heard; and that 
« Go had made that fame Jeſus, whom they had 
« crucified, both Lord and Chriſt.” When the 
hearers of this diſcourſe were pricked in their 
hearts, and faid, © What ſhall we do?“ Peter 
replied, « repent and be baptiſed every one, in the 
« name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion of ſins, 
« and ye ſhall receive the gift of the holy ſpirit :” 
1. e. ſuch gifts as they were then witneſſes to. 
Here is nothing but the plain Unitarian doctrine. 
Here are none of thoſe topics, which you ſuppoſe 
to have been the great topics on which the reformers 
ir.ſiſted: and which, in later times, you conceive, 
rendered ſo illuſtriouſly ſucceſsful the preaching of 
the FRANKs, the EDwaRDs, the TEnNANTS, and 
others Xx. Not a word came from the lips of Peter, 
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here, concerning the depravity of human nature, 
the deity and atonement of Chriſt, and juſtifica- 
tion by the imputation of Chriſt's righteouſneſs. 
Not a word like that of the Moravians, who. 
preached to the Greenlanders concerning © the 
« Creator taking upon him human nature and 
ce dying for ourſins *.” Peter doth not in this 
manner preach Chriſt, and yet his preaching was 
effectual to the converſion of multitudes. He in- 
ſiſts upon a few plain facts only, illuſtrative of 
. the unity and ſupremacy of God the Father, the 
humanity and divine miſſion of Jeſus of Nazareth; 
ſuch fads as form the creed of the Unitarian : and. 
yet his preaching, I repeat it, was effectual to 
awaken and convert multitudes. I have been, often., 
much affected and impreſſed with the fimplicity of 
this diſcourſe. I ſee none of the. leading peculiar 
ſentiments of calviniſm in it; I ſee no doctrine of 
the trinity; I ſee no doctrine of a ſatisfaction to the 
divine juſtice in it. But the prominent features of 
this diſcourſe are the fundamental articles of the 
Unitarian creed. 

I look, next, into the third chapter of the Acts, 
and I hear the ſame Peter preaching, in the temple, 
to the people, who were filled with. wonder and 
amazement, at the cure which. the lame man had. 
received. His ſermon is to. the. ſame purpoſe as. 
the former, namely, that „the God of Abraham, 
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&* of Iſaac, and of Jacob, the God of their Fathers, 
% had glorihed his fon Jeſus: that thoſe things 
« which God had ſhewed by the mouth of all his 
e prophets that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer he had fulfil- 
« led: that their duty was to repent and be con- 
« verted, that their fins might be blotted out, 
« when the times of refreſhing ſhall come from 
« the preſence of the Lord ; that the heavens muſt 
« receive Jeſus, until the times of the reſtitution 
« of all things, which God had ſpoken by the 
©« mouth of his holy prophets ſince the world be- 
« gan: that Moſes had truely faid, a prophet ſhall 
« the LoRD your Gop raiſe up unto you of your 
« BRETHREN, like unto me: him ſhall ye hear 
© in all things whatſoever he ſhall ſay unto you ;? 
« and therefore, addrefling himſelf to the people, 
„ he adds, © Unto you, firſt, God having raiſed 
te up his ſon Jeſus, ſent him to bleſs you in turn- 
« ing away every one of you from his iniquity,” 
Here God is uniformly ſpoken of as one being, and 
Jeſus as ranking with the prophets, as one of the 
human race, of Jewiſh extract, raiſed from the 
dead and inveſted with authority to require the 
obedience of men to his commandments. But, as 


to the doctrines, which you, Sir, conceive to be 


the only effectual principles by which repentance 


towards God, and faith in Chriſt Jeſus are to be 


produced, I meet with none of them here, Yet 
though none of thoſe principles are inſiſted upon, 
or even mentioned, though here is nothing but a 

pure 
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pure Unitarian diſcourſe, I find, and you, Sir, me- 
thinks, muſt obſerve it with aſtoniſhment, as an 
effect very contrary to your apprehenſion, «© Many 
« believed, and the number of men were about 
« five thouſand.” Ch. iv. 4. Kot 

1 then accompany Peter before the tribunal of 


the high-prieſt, and I again liſten, to hear his doc- 


trine: not diſguſted with the ſimplicity of his 
former diſcourſes, but impreſſed with their ſimpli- 


city and the energy with which they acted. Such 


was that energy, that I ſee no occaſion that there 
was for him to introduce, in a future diſcourſe, 
any other, new principles to aid its operation on 
the human mind. I wait, however, to hear what 
he will ſay; and how far he will purſue the ſame 
ſtrain of addreſs or deviate from it. The fame 
ſtrain is adopted, and the ſame principles, as be- 
fore, alone are urged. © Be it known unto you 


all, and to all the people of Iſrael, that by the 


name of Jeſus Chriſt, of Nazareth, whom you 
« crucified, whom GoD raiſed from the dead, even 
(e by him doth this man (i. e. the lame man of 
« whom we read in the former chapter) ſtand here 
« before you whole. This is the ſtone which was 
« ſet at nought by you builders, which is become 
« the head of the corner: neither is there ſalvation 
in any other; for there is none other name under 
heaven, given among men, whereby we muſt 
% he faved.” I can diſcover here, alſo, no other 


doctrines but the unity of God, the humanity of 
Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, his reſurrection from the dead and ſalvation * 
through him. Peter ſpeaks as would an Unitarian, 
He and John were diſmiſſed with a ſtrict charge, 
not to ſpeak at all, nor to teach in the name of 
Jeſus. On being diſmiſſed, they went to their 
company and reported all the chief prieſts and 
elders had ſaid unto them, on which they all, with 
one accord, lift up their voices in an act of devo-— 
tion, addrefling Jehovah as one perſon, ſaying :— 
« THOU art Gop who haſt made heaven and earth, 
cc and the ſea, and all that in them is; who by the 
«© mouth of THY ſervant, David, didſt ſay, why 
ce did the heathen rage, &c. : for of a truth againſt 
« thy holy child (or ſervant) Jeſus whom rhou 
cc haſt anointed, both Herod, and Pontius Pilate, 
« with the Gentiles, and the people of Iſrael 
gathered together; and now, Lord, grant unto 
te thy ſervants that with all boldneſs they may 
« ſpeak thy word; and that ſigns and wonders 
« may be done by the name of Tay holy child, 
« (ſervant) Jeſus.” The hiſtorian informs us that 
upon this, © all were filled with the holy ſpirit, 
« and ſpake the word of God with boldneſs.” I 
purſue the hiſtory to learn what was the word 
which they preached, and I am told, v. 33. that, 
« with great power gave the apoſtles witneſs of 
« the reſurrection of Jeſus, and great grace was 
« upon them all.” Here is not a trace of any 
other doctrines but thoſe fundamental principles, 
which Unitarians hold. All correſponds with their 
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ideas of the primitive chriſtian doctrine. There is 


not a hint of thoſe principles which, you conceive, 
ſo eſſentially neceſſary to the converſion of the 


ſinner. 

The boldneſs with which, in contradiction to 
the order of their ſuperiors, theſe holy men reſum- 
ed their province of preaching Chriſt, did not go 
long unobſerved. In the next chapter I find them 
impriſoned; and, by a miraculous power being 
delivered from their confinement, again preaching 
in the temple, and again ſummoned before the 
council, defending their conduct and ſtating their 
doctrine. My attention is again awakened to the 
truths they deliver. I aſk, whether they be diffe- 
rent from thoſe plain, but divine, principles I have 
before heard from their lips? I aſk, whether they 
now begin, after this further effuſion of the ſpirit, 
to incorporate with them other ſublime myſteries, 


about which they had before been filent ? The an- 


ſwer I receive is, that “ Peter and the other apoſ- 


„tles, faid—the Gop of our fathers raiſed up 
« Jeſus, whom ye flew and hanged on a tree: 


« him hath Gop exalted with Hs right hand; to 


<« be a prince and a faviour, to give repentance to 


4 Iſrael, and forgiveneſs of fins; and we are his wit- 


e neſſes of theſe things, and ſo alſo is the holy ſpirit 
„ which Gop hath given to them that obey him.” 


Still the ſame Unitarian principles, and theſe only, 
form the ſubjects of the apoſtle's preaching : which 
is conciſely expreſſed in the 42d verſe, by ſaying : 

| « daily 
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ee daily in the temple, and in every houſe they 
« ceaſed not to teach and preach Jeſus, the Meſ- 
« ſiah;“ z. e. that Jeſus was the Meſſiah. The 
ſupremacy of God the father, the humanity of 
Jeſus, as a man crucified, his character as one 
exalted to be a prince and a faviour, are the doc- 
trines of this diſcourſe : and on the ground of theſe 
plain doctrines, theſe ſimple fas, unaided by the 
influence of thoſe principles which form the cal- 
viniſtic or trinitarian ſyſtem, as I learn from v. 1. 
of the next chapter, the number of the diſciples in 
thoſe days was multiplied. This was the doctrine 
then, that converted the world. Yet I am ad- 
vanced no farther than the Unitarian creed leads 
me. | 
The following chapters, v1z. the vith. and viith. 
place us, with Stephen, before the council, to hear 
his defence of the chriſtian faith, and to witneſs 
his martydom. His diſcourſe is a brief review of 
the conduct of the God of glory to the Jewiſh 
nation, and before he could enter upon the princi- 
ples of chriſtianity, he is interrupted by his hearers 
and hurried away to death. Here then I meet with 
nothing directly to our argument, except, that the 

divine being is uniformly ſpoken of as one perſon. 
The eighth chapter records, in general terms only, 
the preaching of Philip to the city of Samaria, and 
the converſation he had with the pious eunuch of 
AÆthiopia: in each caſe faith and converſion were 
produced. But I am led to conclude, that the 
ſame 
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ſame general, Unitarian, principles were the grounds 


on which theſe excellent effects aroſe; for I am : 


not informed of any other principles having been, 
on either occaſion, inculcated. That Jeſus is the 
Chriſt, the ſon of God, was the ſimple principle 
on which the eunuch was baptized; and of the 
Samaritans it is ſaid, that, when they believed 
Philip preaching the things concerning the king- 
dom of God, and the name of Jeſus Chriſt, they 
were baptiſed, both men and women. I am not 
authoriſed, therefore, to ſuppoſe, that the tenor 


of his diſcourſes, though ſucceſsful, was different 


from thoſe of Peter on former occaſions. 

I next meet with this apoſtle receiving an ex- 
traordinary commiſſion to preach unto Cornelius 
and his houſe, the words whereby he and all his 


houſe ſhould be ſaved. Acts xi. 14. I am all at- 


tention on an occaſion ſo ſingular and ſolemn. 
Peter delivers his meſſage: and this is the word, 
which he faith, God ſent unto the children of 
„ Iſrael, preaching peace by Jeſus Chriſt, (he is 
Lord of all) which was publiſhed throughout all 
% Judea and began from Galilee, after the baptiſm 
« which John preached, namely, how Gop anoint- 
© ed Jeſus of Nazareth, with the holy ſpirit and 
„ with power, who went about doing good and 
„ healing all that were oppreſſed with the devil: 
„ for Gor was with him. Him whom the Jews 
&« flew, and hanged upon a tree, Gop raiſed up 
“the third day and ſhewed him openly—and HE 

« commanded 
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| e commanded us to preach unto the people, and to 
| ce teſtify that it is he who was ordained of Gop to 
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&« be the judge of the quick and the dead: to him 
« give all the prophets witneſs, that through his 
© name whoſoever believeth in him ſhall receive 
« remiſſion of fins.” The ſame doctrine, I per- 
ceive, as before. No intimation about a trinity, 
a ſatisfaction to the divine juſtice, the godhead of 
Chriſt, and other opinions, which form the cal- 
viniſtic creed: and yet, beſides the converſion of 
all who heard this to the faith of Chriſt, there was 
a remarkable and miraculous ſanction given to it 
| f from heaven, for while Peter was ſpeaking the 
holy ſpirit fell on all them who heard the word. 
Was not this a divine atteſtation to the truth and £8 > 
ſufficiency of his doctrine ;z a proof that he delivered 

the whole counſel of God, ſo far as it was neceſ- 

fary to the ſalvation of his audience? But I meet 

here with none of thoſe doctrines, which you, Sir, 


. 


_ _ _ — - Sow — 
r 3 


| | | conceive, are a neceſſary foundation for faith and | 

| repentance, I meet with none but ſuch which as, * 
| an Unitarian, I embrace and rejoice in with devout 
\ gladneſs. | 


The eleventh and twelfth chapters furniſh no- 
thing to the point before us, except that they who 
were ſcattered abroad upon the perſecution that 
aroſe about Stephen, travelling to a diſtance, it is 
ſaid, © preached the word; and ſome of them ſpake 
« unto the Grecians, preaching the Lord Jeſus.” 
Theſe are general expreſſions, and the only clue 


to 


„ » 
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to their meaning and importance, is the diſcourſes 
which we have reviewed ; and which afford nothing 
to juſtify ſuch a conſtruction of them, as your 
creed might diſpoſe you to put on them. 


A new character next appears in the kingdom of 


Chriſt, eſpouſing his cauſe with peculiar ardor, and 
acting under a fingular commiſſion ; even he, to 
whom © it was given to preach among the Gen- 
<« tiles, the unſearchable riches of Chriſt ;** I mean 
the apoſtle PAUL. 
But here let us pauſe. 
I am, Reverend Sir, 


Reſpectfully your's, &c, 


LETTER 
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LETTER HE 


REVEREND SIR, 


FOLLOWING the narrative of the hiſtorian, 
I accompany the apoſtle Paul, preaching in the 
ſynagogue of Antioch, addrefling firſt the Jews 
and then the Gentiles; calling the former to give 
audience, he glances at the leading events in their 
hiſtory, and then advances this principle; that 
« Gon, according to His promiſe, had raiſed unto 


&« Ifrael, a Saviour Jeſus ;' that, though they had 


found no cauſe of death in him, yet they deſired 
% Pilate, that he ſhould be ſlain; that Gop raiſed 
« him from the dead, and in this had fulfilled the 
« promiſes HE had made unto the fathers; that 


« through this MAN was preached the forgiveneſs 


of ſins; and by him all that believed were juſti- 
<« fied from all things, from which they could not 
debe juſtified by the law of Moſes.” This doc- 
trine he called the word © of ſalvation.” The 
Gentiles beſought that theſe words might be preach- 
ed unto them the next Sabbath-day. On hearing 
this doctrine, many of the Jews, and religious 
proſelytes followed Paul and Barnabas, and “ the 
« Gentiles were glad and glorified the word of the 
Lord.“ But where, I aſk here alſo, are thoſe 

: principles 
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principles which Mr. Fuller apprehends are eſſen- 
tial to couyerſion ? if the apoſtle preached them, 
where is the ſincerity of the hiſtorian, in not re- 


cording thoſe parts of his diſcourſe? If the apoſtle _ 


did not inſiſt on them, why ſhould it be expected 
that I or any other Unitarian ſhould urge them, in 
order to turn a ſinner from the error of his way? 
May we not hope, that we ſhall be the happy and 
honoured inſtruments of building up tae church of 
God? may we not hope that or preaching will not 
be deficient in point of doctrine, of that doctrine 
which is the means of turning others to righteouſ- 
neſs, if we adhere ſimply to the plan on which the 
apoſtle of the Gentiles preached; HE who was 
ſent to be ſalvation unto the ends of the earth? To 
effect the great ends of his miniſtry the topics on 
which he dwelt were ſuch as are now called Uni- 


tarian doctrines : and by theſe topics the great ends 


of his miniſtry were effected. 
In the ſynagogue of Theſſalonica the apoſtle pur- 
ſues the ſame ſtrain; opening and alledging, “ that 


« Chriſt muſt needs have ſuffered and have riſen . 


„ again, and that this Jeſus whom I preach unto 
you, is Chriſt.” Here the idea given of the perſon 
of Chriſt is that of a man, ſuffering according to 
the counſels and purpoſe of God, and raiſed again, 
to atteſt his character as the Chriſt. On this ſim- 
ple Unitarian principle “ ſome believed and con- 
„ ſorted with Paul and Silas, and of the devout 
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« Greeks a great multitude, and of the chief wo- 
« men not a few.” This doctrine, it appears, did 


* 


affect and intereſt their minds. 

I then attend the apoſtle preaching, before the 
ſupreme council, in affairs of ſtate, at Athens; as 
illuſtrious a court as the world ever exhibited, but 
in need of every divine inſtruction, being idolators, 


greatly addicted to ſuperſtition ; and to whom thoſe 


principles which you reckon ſo eſſential to the con- 
verſion of mankind would, on account of their 
novelty, be peculiarly important and acceptable ; 
for © the Athenians and ſtrangers there, ſpent 
ce their time in nothing elſe but either to tell or 


e hear ſome new thing.” It was an inviting op- 


portunity for the apoſtle to be full and explicit in 


his inſtructions. Here I ſhould expect to hear the 
apoſtle, had he known the ſyſtem or entered into 
the views on which they have acted, preaching 
agreeable to the model of the Edwards, the Fen- 
nants, and the Fullers of later times. If he did 
it, I cannot learn it from the chriſtian hiſtorian. 
He informs us no more, than that upon occaſion of 
an altar dedicated to the UNKNOwWN Gop, Paul 


ſaid, © Whom ye ignorantly worſhip, him declare 


« Tunto you, God who made the world and all 


ce things therein, ſeeing that RE is Lord of heaven 


« and earth, dwelleth not in temples made with 
« hands; foraſmuch then as we are the offspring 
&« of God, we ought not to think that the godhead 
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<« is like unto gold, or ſilver, or ſtone, graven by 
cc art or man's device: and the times of this igno- 
« rance God winked at; but now commandeth all 
« men every where to repent; becauſe he hath 
« appointed a day, in which HE will judge the 
« world in righteouſneſs by that MAN, whom HE 
c“ hath ordained; whereof HE hath given aſſurance 
« unto all men, in that HE hath raiſed him from 
« the dead.” Here the godhead is ſpoken of as 
we would ſpeak of one intelligent being, the per- 
ſonal pronouns he and m, of the ſingular number, 
are appropriated to him; and Chriſt is ſpoken of 
as a MAN, whom he raiſed from the dead, and who 
hath a commiſſion to judge the world. The doc- 
trine is pure Unitarianiſm, Yet this plain doc- 
rine, theſe ſimple facts, had a great effet: for, 
though ſome mocked, certain believed and clave 
unto the preacher; or were converted by a ſtrain 
of preaching in your opinion, Sir, totally inade- 
quate to the effect really produced by it. But, in 
the review of this event, I am ready to ſay, after 
the apoſtle, „the fooliſhneſs of God is wiſer than 
cc nw; 000 the weakneſs of God is CR than 
« men. 1 Cor. i. 2% 


In the progreſs of his miniſtry, after this, Paul 


is found at Corinth. He taught at this place, that 
« Teſus was the Chriſt.” ch. xviii. 5. This was 
the ſubject, the ſole ſubject of the preaching of 
Apollos at Epheſus, „ who was mighty in the 

“ ſcriptures,” 
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c ſcriptures.” The effect wrought in each caſe 
was remarkable: in the former, while the Jews 
oppoſed themſelves and blaſphemed, . Criſpus with 
all his houſe believed on the Lord, and many of 
ce the Corinthians, hearing, believed :” in the 
latter the preacher © mightily convinced the Jews.” 
We read nothing of ſentiments, correſponding to 
the calviniſtic and trinitarian ſchemes, having been 


taught in either place. - If you ſuppoſe, Sir, that 


theſe ſentiments were inculcated and blended with 
the great truth, the Meſſiahſhip of Jeſus, it is ſup- 
Poſition only, which is not ſupported by the teſti- 
mony of the hiſtorian, nor by the practice of the 
apoſtolical preachers on any other occaſion. You 
may build on ſuppoſitions; but I muſt be allowed 
to adhere to what is written, and to conclude that 
the hiſtorian has not kept back and ſuppreſled any 
thing neceſſary to afford us a complete idea of the 
ſubſtance of the diſcourſes of the apoſtles, or of 
what was eſſential to the wonderful effect they pro- 
duced. 12 
The following chapter relates a ſingular circum- 
ſtance. Paul finds certain diſciples at Epheſus, 
ſome who were members of the newly erected 
kingdom of God; but, as he diſcovered on enquiry, 
that they were ſo in an imperfect and defective man- 
ner; © they had been baptiſed into John's baptiſm 
« only, and had not fo much as heard that there 
« was any holy ſpirit:” 7. e. © any gifts of it 
ee given 


65 

& given to men and received by them *.” What 
is the inſtruction afforded in this caſe, merely ſimi- 
lar to thoſe advanced on former occaſions. They 
are informed, that they ſhould believe on him, 
which was to come after John, viz. on Jeſus | 
Chriſt; or on Jeſus, the Chriſt, But fill how far 
this miniſter of Chriſt fell ſhort of that ſtandard of 
faith, by which you conceive converſion is to be 
effected, even when he deſignedly applies himſelf 
to make up what was lacking in the faith of ſome ! 
And this maimed, defective repreſentation of the 
goſpel, as it would probably be called, if coming 
from the lips of modern Unitarians, is owned by 
heaven : for Paul laying his hands upon theſe dif- 
ciples, the holy ghoſt came upon them: ry: 
“ ſpake with tongues and propheſied.“ 


A declaration of the apoſtle in his fine ſpeech 
to the elders at Epheſus, which the 20th chapter 
lays before us, increaſes my ſurpriſe at this won- 
derful filence, that I notice in all the diſcourſes of 
the apoſtle, on thoſe points which you conſider as fo 
neceſſary to the ſucceſs of preaching. He appeals 
to thoſe elders, that he had kept back nothing that 


They could not mean, that they had never heard of the 
hely ghost; for John had taught his followers, that Jesus was 
to baptise with the holy ghost. Matt. iii. 11. and Luke iii. 
16. And by the holy ghost is meant the gifts of it. Ch. viii. 
15, 17, 18, 19. Bp. Pearce in loc. The Cambridge MSS. 
reads, e Tue ai najuBavors TW, 7, e. that any had re- 
'* ceived the holy spirit. 
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was profitable, v. 20.“ Wherefore I take you to 
cc record this day, that J am pure from the blood 
4 of all men; for I have not ſhunned to declare 
<« to you the whole counſel of God.” v. 27. How 
could this have been faid, if thoſe principles on 
which you place ſo great a ſtreſs are parts of the 
counſel of God? Or, if the apoſtle had preached 
on theſe topics, how could the hiſtorian, when he 
came to record this ſolemn appeal, fail to recollect, 
that he made a very defective report of the apoſtle's 
ſermons? The imputation of ſuch a neglect and 
omiſhon can not be admitted againſt the facred 
hiſtorian, even by thoſe who do not conſider him 
as writing under a divine inſpiration. It would be 
great irreverence towards the ſpirit of truth in 
thoſe to allow it, who conceive that the holy ſpirit 
dictated to the hiſtorian the facts and diſcourſes he 
ſhould record for the inſtruction of future ages of 
the chriſtian church. My reſpect for the writer of 
the Acts; my piety will not permit me to ſup- 
poſe, that the only memoirs we have of the firſt 
_ planting of the goſpel could be ſo exceedingly de- 
ficient, ſo totally fail to inform us of the eſſential 
parts of diſcourſes which converted the inner, and 
chriſtianiſed the world. 

It confirms me in the perſuaſion, that there is 
no ſuch omiſſion in the narrative of the hiſtorian, 
that in relating the ſpeech of Paul to Agrippa, in 
which the apoſtle gives an account of his life, 
converſion and . when he comes to the 
| ſubjects 
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ſubjects of his preaching, all that he fays is, 
ce having obtained help of God, I continue unta 
« this day, witneſſing both to ſmall and great, 
« faying none other things than thoſe which the 
6 Prophets and Moſes did ſay, ſhould come, that 
« Chriſt ſhould ſuffer, and that he ſhould be the 
« firſt that ſhould riſe from the dead, and ſhould 
“ ſhew light unto the people, and to the Gentiles.” 
v. 22, 23. It appears from this, if his repreſen- 
tation of his own preaching is true and faithful, 
or if the hiſtorian has truly reported his word, that 
he never touched on the doctrine of the trinity, or 
the godhead of Chriſt, on the atonement, or the 
ſatisfaction made by his death to divine juſtice. 
This is the more remarkable, becauſe, according 
to what he declares, v. 18. the great and intereſt- 
ing objects of his miniſtry, the purpoſes which he 
was ſent to effect, were to open * the eyes of the 
« Gentiles, and to turn them from darkneſs to 
<« light, and from the power of Satan unto God, 
<« that they might receive the forgiveneſs of fins, 
e and inheritance among them that are ſanctified 
by faith that is in Chriſt Jeſus,” 

I may applaud, Sir, the piety, the zeal, the 
good intentions, with which the moravian preach- 
ers, or the Elliots, or yourſelf, might addreſs the 
heathens of Greenland, or America, on the fall 
and corruption of nature through Adam, on the 
Creator's taking upon him human nature and dy- 
ing for our ſins; but I do not ſee ſuch a mode of 

„ preaching 
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preaching followed by thoſe who firſt embarked in 
the glorious and philanthropic employment of con- 
verting the world to the faith of Chriſt, They, 
I preſume, were fully inſtructed in the mind of 
Chriſt, adopted the moſt proper means of accom- 
pliſhing their embaſſy, and have furniſhed, for 
future ages, true ſpecimens of the chriſtian Walt, 
and divine models of preaching it. 

I repeat it again; and leave it, Sir, for your 
conſideration, that I can find no other do&rine, 
in all the preceeding diſcourſes which have now 
paſſed under our review, but what is, in modern 
ſtyle, called the Unitarian doctrine. This is that 
« word of God,” that © goſpel,” that made both 
Jews and Gentiles believers and members of the 
church of Chriſt, © purifying their hearts,” Acts 
xv. 9. And carrying with it, “ remiſſion of ſins,” 
Ch. x. 43. The matter hath, for many years, 
appeared to me in this light. The conviction pro- 
duced, by reading © the Acts of the apoſtles,” 
both of the truth and efficacy of Unitarian princi- 
ples, the conviction that theſe were the principles 
by which the world was converted, on which 
chriſtian churches were founded, is ſo ſtrong that 
I cannot reſiſt it. 

Here is a proper place te reheve your attention, 
and that of the reader. With a juſt eſteem for 
your abilities and piety, 

„ Þ all, Bit, 
Your's, &c. 
LETTER 
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LETTER IV. 
REVEREND SIR, 


IT is to be hoped, that ſince you read the laſt 
letter, you and the reader have not truſted to my 
accuracy, or fidelity; but have taken the New 
Teſtament into your hands, and examined “ The 
« Acts of the Apoſtles” for yourſelves. I am 
very confident, that you muſt. have found that 
lence, that entire ſilence there, concerning the 
doctrines of the trinitarian and calviniſtic ſyſtems, 
with a conviction of which my mind has been 
ſtrongly impreſſed. 

This hath been owned, by thoſe who would 
gladly have derived ſupport to their own ſenti- 
ments from the ſermons of the Apoſtles: and it 
hath been reſolved into the caution and prudence of 
theſe holy men; fearful of alarming the Jews, 
who thought Chriſt was a mere man, with the 
doctrine of his godhead before they were well 
grounded in the belief, that Jeſus was the Chriſt. 
Athanaſius does not pretend to find one place in 
The Acts,” where this doctrine was clearly and 
diſtinctly taught, though he quotes four places, in 
which the humanity of Chriſt is plainly ſpoken of. 
Chryſoſtom allows, that at Athens, Paul called 
* Jeſus ſimply a MAN and nothing further, and for a 
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good reaſon: for, if they often attempted to ſtone 
Chriſt himſelf, when he ſpake of his equality with 
the Father, and called him on that account a blaſ- 
phemer, they would hardly have received this 
doctrine from fiſhermen, eſpecially after ſpeaking 
of him, as crucified. According to other fathers, 
this caution and reſerve were extended to the 
epiſtles, written to the churches *. 

Not the ſlence only of the Apoſtles on thoſe 
topics, which you deem fo eſſentially neceſſary to 
bring men to faith 'and repentance, hath been 
admitted by orthodox writers: but the efficacy and 
ſuffictency, by itſelf, of that Unitarian principle, 
« That Jeſus was the Chriſt,” on which the 
Apoſtolic preachers inſiſt, hath alſo been granted, 

and even contended for. The pious Biſhop Patrick's 
words are remarkable, © To believe, that Jeſus 
e is the Chriſt, this ALONE is the faith which can 
« regenerate man, and put a divine ſpirit into him; 
c that is, make him a conqueror over the world as 
« Jeſus was +.” On this ſimple article was the 
_ eunuch baptiſed. And, even in the third century, 
the proſeſſion of faith, propoſed to the Catechumens 
- previouſly to baptiſm, did not deviate from theſe 
Unitarian principles, on which the_firſt chriſtian 


* Priestley's History of the Early Opinions concerning 
Christ, vol. iii. p. 86—122. and Letters to Dr. — 


part i. p. 37— 54, and p. 120. 
+ Locke's Rcasonableness of Christianity, p. 291. 
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church was founded. The rule of faith, faith 
Tertullian, © is only one, admitting of no change 
« or emendation, requiring us to believe in one 
« God Almighty, the maker of the world; and in 
« his ſon Jeſus Chriſt, born of the Virgin Mary, 
« crucified under Pontius Pilate, raiſed from the 
dead on the third day, received up into Heaven, 
« now ſitting at the right hand of the Father, and 
« who will come again to judge both the living 
« and the dead, even by the reſurrection of the 
« fleſh. This law of faith remaining, other things, 
„being matters of diſcipline and conduct, admit of 
„new corrections, the grace of God co-operat- - 
„ ing *.“ This creed, Sir, contains none of yout 
articles, | | 
Nay, even to this day, after, as we conceive, the 
pure golpel hath been adulterated with a number 
and variety of the doctrines of men, and impure 
mixtures of error and ſuperſtition ;z even now doth 
the church of England admit to the profeſſion 


* Regula fidei una omnino est, sola immobilis & irrefor- 
« mabilis credendi, scilicet, in unicum Deum omnipotentem, 
“mundi conditorem, et filium ejus Jesum Christum, natum ex 
* Virgine Maria, crucifixum sub Ponteo Pilato, tertio die 
* resuscitatum a mortuis, receptum in cœlis, sedentem nunc 
ad dextram Patris, ventiorum judicare vivos et mortuos, per 
« carnis etiam resurrectionem.“ Tertullian de Virginib_ 
Veland. p. 38 f. in Lord King's Enquriy into the Constitution 
of the Primitive Church, &c. p. 60. part ii. 1691. The 
translation above is taken from Dr. Priestley's Early Opinions 0 


val. i. p. 313. 
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| of chriſtianity and to her communion adults, on 
merely Unitarian principles; correſpondent to thoſe 
on which the firſt chriſtian churches, we have ſeen, 
were formed. In the ſervice for the baptiſm of 
thoſe of riper years, the prieſt is directed to aſk the 
convert whether he believe the Apoſtles' creed, which 
he repeats to him; upon his profeſſion that he doth 
| and that he deſires to be baptiſed into that faith, 
1 without one word of any other article he baptiſes 
| him, and then declares him a CHRISTIAN in theſe 
BB words; “ We receive this perſon into the congre- 
Fi e gation of Chriſt's flock, and ſign him with the 
1 « ſign of the croſs, in token that he ſhall not be 
„ aſhamed to CONTINUE Chriſt's faithful ſoldier 
« and ſervant.” This is the practice of that * 
church which hath incorporated into its articles the 
doctrines of the reformers, to which you allude. 
Her miniſters muſt ſubſcribe to the trinitarian and 
calviniſtic ſyſtems; but ſhe receives to her commu- 
nion thoſe who avow a faith no more than Uni- 
tarian. | 
Theſe facts, as to the allowed ſufficiency and 
efficacy of principles, really, Unitarian ſhould pro- 
tet us, whom you call ſocinians, from cenſure, 
We have, in this reſpect, the orthodox church with 
us. But I urge theſe facts not as authorities only, 
under which we may ſeek protection. I conſider 
them as proofs of the power of truth, which is 
great and will prevail; which, in this inſtance, 
forces an aſſent from thoſe whoſe general views 
and 
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and aims have been to make ſomething more ne- 
ceſſary to ſalvation and church-communion, than it 
appears the Apoſtles preached to this end. _ | 

When I conſider theſe things, I am ready to con- 
clude, that the glory of our holy religion ſtands 
firm without admitting into it the profeſſion or 
preaching of thoſe topics, to which you affix ſo 
great an importance, My conſcience will not per- 
mit me to make more neceſſary to the efficacy and 
ſucceſs of the goſpel, than what the Apoſtles found 
to be ſo. My conſcience forbids me to-make an 
addition to thoſe principles, on which they brought 
men into the kingdom of Chriſt, formed churches 
and triumphed. over the powers of. darkneſs. . No- 
thing has more contributed to make me an Unita- 
rian, than the books of The Acts: than obſerving 
what is there related to have been preached as the 
doctrine that would convert and ſave men, and 
what actually had this effect. 

However, Sir, it may be. with you and * 1 
have, alſo, found my devout affections excited and 
elevated without the aid of thoſe ſentiments and 
that language, which the calviniſtic ſyſtem ſupplies: 
I meet with ſtrains of fervent devotion, .in . the 
writers of that perſuaſion, running through many 
pages, without being blended with-their peculiar 
opinions. Frequently in the works of a Flavel, a 
Baxter, and a Howe I have met with large portions, 
where theſe. ſentiments have not occurred; and it 
hath Eruck me, that the ſerious, practical ſpirit 
*. 222% C 5 ſeems 


1 


ſeems not to ſuffer by the omiſſion. The con- 
cluſion, I have drawn from this, has been, that the 
whole diſcourſe, or the whole treatiſe, might have 
been without them, and yet, that ſpirit would not 
have evaporated: for it lowed from general princi- 
ples, independently of thoſe peculiar dogmas. This 
remark applies, in its fulleſt extent, to the excellent 
piece of Mr. Howe's, entitled The Vanity of this 
Mortal Life. It applies, with the exception of a 
few ſentences, to that rapturous piece of devotion 
in Baxter's Saints Reſt, called Heavenly Contem- 
plation. It applies to a juſtly admired tract of 
another diſtinguiſhed writer, of the laſt century, the 
great Mr. John Smith, of Cambridge; in whoſe 
diſcourſe on the Nobleneſs and Excellence of in- 
ternal, vital Religion, there is not, I think, a 
ſentiment or expreſſion, but what is entirely agree- 
able to the Unitarian ſyſtem: and yet of this dif- 
courſe one, whoſe opinion will have weight with 


you, faith ; “ for ſublimity of thought, ſtrength of | 


« expreſſion, and ardor of piety, I never ſaw its 
« equal; and I am confident I never ſhall fee any 
« thing ſuperior to it, while I live in this world *.“ 
This remark applies to that pious puritan, Mr. 
John Rogers” Sixty Memorials for a Gadly Life; 
dictated by a molt lively ſenſe of religion, but con- 
taining no ſentiments but ſuch as agree with the 


* Ryland in his edition of Dr, Cotton Mather's Student 
and Pastor, p. 210. 


Unitarian 


1 
Unitarian ſyſtem. So ſtrictly compatible with, ſo 
favourable to the cultivation of a devotional ſpirit 
is this ſyſtem; I have now before me a ſmall 
volume of pious exerciſes formed wholly upon it, 
and drawn from every chapter in the New Teſta- 
ment, entitled An Help in Devotion, being the 
New Teftament conſidered with a view to what 
every chapter in it doth furniſh chriſtians with, as 
proper to aſſiſt them in their private and family 
devotions; by Samuel Bolde, Rector of Steeple cum 
Tyneham, Dorſetſhire ; 12mo. 1736. The fame 
perſon was author of Animadverſions on Dr. Ed- 
wards” Socinianiſm Unmaſked ; and of a Sermon on 
the ſame ſubject with Mr. Locke 8 Reaſonableaetd. 
of Chriſtianity. 

Theſe are to me proofs, that the calviniſtic fyſtem 
is not eſſential to devotion. I ſee the devotional 
ſpirit diffuſe itſelf through pages, through treatiſes, 
where there is not a trace of that ſyſtem. It lives 
and glows without it, and riſes to a degree of fervor 
and ſpirituality equal to any compoſitions, where 
that ſyſtem and the phraſeology of it have mingled 
and incorporated themſelves. Though it is not to 
be doubted, that many pious and worthy perſogs 
having been always accuſtomed to give vent to their 
devotional feelings in language and aſſociations of 
this kind, are ready to conceive that ſeparated from 
them, devotion would languiſh and die away. This 
is a miſtake. This apprehenſion is the creature of 
habit, not of reaſon, or reflection, or fact. | 

C6 Whatever 
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endeavour to give your reader, concerning the piety 
of ſocinians, numbers of them have been perſons of 
eminent piety. To mention the living might be 
invidious and aukward. But I appeal to the me- 
moirs of the dead ; of Fauſtus Socinus himſelf, of 
the Poliſh Brethren, of Biddle, of Emlyn, of Hop- 
kihs, of Lardner, of Jebb, and of Price. If the 
number of excellent characters ſhould not be ſo great, 
as among other denominations; you are ſenſible that 
a cauſe of this is eaſily to be aſſigned; the number 
of ſocinians hath always, in the later ages of the 
church, born a ſmall proportion to the number of 
trinitarians and calviniſts; and the number of ſincere, 


conſcientious perſons attentive to the cultivation of 


pious affections, hath born a ſmall proportion to 
thoſe, who have been nominal ſocinians or calviniſts. 
I need not remind you, that the operation and force 
of the human mind are limited, and if there have 
been, or be now, a defect in devotion among ſoci- 
nians, compared with calviniſts, it is to be accounted 


for in a manner not at all diſparaging to the princi- 


ples of the former, with reſpect to their influence 
on the pious feelings. They, deeply engaged in 
the inveſtigation of truth, abſorbed in gaining juſt 
ideas, may have been neceſſarily betrayed into a 
neglect of the culture of the heart and affections. 
Had they attended equally to this as to that, they 
would have felt an energy in the principles which 
they held in common with their fellow chriſtians, 

to 


Whatever opinion you, Sir, may entertain or 


* 


( 1 


to raiſe and feed, and maintain the devotional fervor 
of the mind. 

The perfections and providence of God, the 
awful realities of a future ſtate, the reſurrection, 
the hope of eternal life, the grace of God in Chriſt 
Jeſus, independently of calviniſtic phraſeology or 
ſyſtematical explanations, are the fuel by which the 
fire of devotion is kindled and ſupplied. The 
Apoſtle ſpeaking of Jeſus Chriſt, faith: Who is 


« of God made to us wiſdom, and righteouſneſs, 

« and ſanctification, and redemption.” To this 
account of things every chriſtian, of every de- 
"nomination, the Unitarian chriſtian not leſs than 


others, giveth a moſt ready and cordial aſſent. 


Here he findeth food for pious gratitude, for humble 


hope, for elevated faith, while he believeth, that 
Gop, even the FATHER is the author of the 
goſpel diſpenſation ; that it was communicated by 
Jeſus Chriſt, as the miniſter of reconciliation, and 
the author of ſalvation ; and that HE conveyeth to 
us, through him, knowledge, pardon, holineſs, and 


eternal life. While the chriſtian, even the Unita- 


rian feels theſe to be bleſſings of unſpeakable im- 
portance, bleſſings which render the goſpel a pearl 


of invaluable price, his high, grateful and devout 


admiration of the value and excellence of the goſpel, 


and of the grace and goodneſs diſplayed in it, is_ 


drawn forth, and ſhows itſelf in a religious temper 
and acts of piety. 


I am, Sin, » ' 
Your's reſpectfully. 
LETTER 
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LETTER V. 


REVEREND SIR, 


IN your ſecond letter *, you call upon © your 
« chriſtian brethren to examine matters to the 
« bottom, and judge for themſelves, whether they 
ce might not as well expect grapes of thorns or figs 
« of thiſtles, as repentance towards God or faith 
towards our Lord Jeſus Chriſt proceeding from 
tc ſocinian principles.” I cordially go along with 


you in recommending a thorough examination, and 


I have, in my turn, endeavoured to aſſiſt our readers 
in this enquiry. The concluſion, in my opinion, 
comes out quite the reverſe of what you repreſent 
it. My appeal hath been to fa#s : and thoſe facts, 
in a ſeries and ſucceſſion of them, exhibit thouſands 
of cafes, where repentance towards God and faith 
in Jeſus Chriſt, aroſe from the principles and thoſe 
principles only, to which the modern Unitarian 
ſubſcribes. This leaves on my mind a deep im- 
preſſion of the great impropriety of your publica- 
tion, both of its general deſign, and of the inſinu- 
ation and reflections with which it abounds. In 
vindication of thoſe principles which you attack 


and depreciate, in vindication of their moral ten- 


* Page 21, 


dency 


1 


dency and powerful efficacy, I call upon the 
cChurches of Chriſt formed in Judea and Samaria, I 
call upon the converts at Corinth and Athens, and 
I fay unto them, Ye are our epiſtle, known and 
<« read of all men; ye are manifeſtly declared to 
ce be the epiſtle of Chriſt, written not with ink, 
« but with the ſpirit of the living God; not in 
tc tables of ſtone, but in the fleſhy 2 of the 
6 heart.“ 
Whatever may be the ſtate of piety among 
modern Unitarians, whether their congregations 
abound in converſions of the profane to a life of 
holineſs or not, it is plain, that the defect doth not 
ariſe from the nature of their leading and diſcrimi- 
nating principles; becauſe the firſt chriſtian churches 
were formed upon thoſe principles. But the preach- 
ing of them was not, in the firſt inſtance, alw¾ays 
ſucceſsful. You are not to be informed, Sir, that 
at Antioch the Jews © ſpake againſt thoſe things 
« which were ſpoken by Paul:“ that at Theſſaloni- 
ca, many © Jews believed not:“ that at Athens, 
% ſome” whom the Apoſtle addreſſed, © believed 
« not:” and others poſtponed the conſideration of 
the ſubje& to another time. Yet, you would not 
conſtrue this unſucceſsfulneſs to the diſcredit of the 
doctrine preached. We may complain, then, that 
the concluſion you draw- againſt our ſyſtem, from 
the inefficacy of our doctrine, is not candidly nor 
juſtly drawn. 
I will venture to aſſert, that, in ſome degree, our 
4 unſuc- 


(40 ) 

unſucceſsfulneſs is to be imputed to the conduct of 
thoſe who, inſtead of refuting our doctrine by plain 
ſcripture and ſound argument, give repreſentations 
of it that are invidious, raiſe prejudices againſt it, 
and prevent its having a fair hearing. The treat- 
ment we meet with, is a juſt ground for complaint 
and remonſtrance. Our “ congregations” are 
ſpoken of © as gradually dwindling away and 
« generally falling into decay *.” Our principles 
are deſcribed as having nothing in them, compara- 
tively ſpeaking, © to alarm the conſcience or in- 
ce tereſt the heart +.” Our ſincerity, zeal, and 
devotion are placed on a footing with that of Saul, 
the perſecutor and enemy of Chriſt; and it is more 
than intimated, that a ſpecies of devotion may ob- 
tain to a high degree, conſiſtently enough with the 
worſt principles; and that the goſpel had no worſe 


enemies, than the devout and honourable among the 


Jews . After we are held up in theſe lights, from 
the pulpit and the preſs, it is then urged againſt us, 
by way of argument and reproach, that our preach- 
ing is without effect. The moſt that, under ſuch 


_ circumſtances, ſo unfavourable to its reception, can 


be expected is, that a few will hear it, and that few 
will be built up in faith and holineſs and the love of 
6 e 

Your repreſentations of our principles, beſides 
being thus invidious, are not properly directed, nor 


Page 54 + Page 34. + Page 10. 
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to the point. Inſtead of applying your arguments 
to the general, the fundamental principles of our 
ſyſtem, that there is ont Gop the FaTHER, and 
one mediator between God and man, the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus; you only bring forward particular 
poſitions, ſcattered through the works or diſcourſes 
of ſeveral eminent perſons, known and able advo- 
cates of the Unitarian faith, which have no imme- 
diate and direct connexion with the firſt principles 


of it. "Theſe poſitions may, or may not be true, 


and the truth of the great doctrines of the unity of 
God and the humanity of Chriſt remain, in either 
caſe, unaffected by it. Yet theſe poſitions, the 
ſpeculations of intelligent individuals are collected 
together and exhibited as the eſſential principles of 
the creed of Unitarians, as the credenda of the whole 
party. This mode of attack appears to me to de 
neither fair, nor concluſive. | 
Your uſing, Sir, the term, S0CINIANs, 1 alſo a 
natural tendency to affect our reputation and uſeful- 
neſs. It is a term of reproach, and we object to it 
on every ground, It doth not truly expreſs our 
principles; for the opinions of modern Unitarians 
differ materially from theſe of ſocinians; and they 
chooſe not to be denominated by a name which may 
imply that they receive tenets they do not hold. It 
doth not convey a true idea, or an idea that we can 
by any means allow, concerning the origin of our 
religious ſentiments; for, while it intimates that 
the doctrines of the unity of perſon in the godhead 
+ 7 al 


| ( 42 ) 
and the humanity of Jeſus can not be traced w any 
higher antiquity than the times of Socinus, it is 
known that we conſider theſe doctrines as the pri- 
mitive truth; and the paſſages, which I have 
brought forward prove, that they were the leading 
principles of the apoſtolical ſermons. It doth not 
give a juſt view of the grounds of their faith ; for, 
fo far are they from taking their opinions from 


Socinus, the majority of them, it may be preſumed, 


are not acquainted with a page of his works; nor 
do any of them acknowledge his authority in matters 
of faith, ONE is our maſter, even ChRIST. And 
it is not a candid deſcription of them. For, though 
Socinus was a truly excellent man, diſtinguiſhed by 
many eminent virtues ; one who ſtudied the ſcrip- 
tures diligently, ſacrificed much and endured much 
in the cauſe of religion; yet, through ignorance of 
his character and through prejudice, an odium is 
connected with his name; and the application of it 
to any perſons, now carries that odium and obloquy 
along with it. You aſſure us, indeed, that you do 
not uſe it «© for the mean purpoſe of reproach #* ;” 
but I am apt to think, ſuch is the power of habit 
and aſſociation, this declaration will be inſufficient 
to wipe off the reproach, that hath long and uni- 
formly been connected with it. 

The name by which we chooſe to be called is, 
you are ſenſible, that of UniTarRians, We ap- 


* Preface, page 7. 


prove 


(43 ) 


prove of this, becauſe, while it preciſely deſcribes | 


our diſtinguiſhing tenet, it doth not imply the admit- 
ting of any human authority in matters of religion. 
But you will not allow the excluſive uſe of this 
name. The term, as conſtantly expreſſed by our- 
ſelves, you ſay © ſignifies thoſe profeſſors of chriſ- 
« tianity who worſhip but one God; but this is 
© not that, wherein they can be allowed to be dif- 
te tinguiſhed from others; for what profeſſors of 


de chriſtianity are there who profeſs to worſhip a 


<« plurality of Gods? Trinitarians profeſs alſo to be 
«. Unitarians; they, as well as their opponents, 
< believe there is but one God *.“ 

This appears to me a ſtrange, and contradiftory 


aſſertion. It is to ſay, that they who admit a three- . 


fold diviſion or diſtinction in the divine nature, hold 
the ſame tenet with thoſe who contend for its ſimple 
unity z that they who aſcribe to each diviſion ſepa- 
rately all divine perfections and prerogatives, em- 
brace the ſame doctrine with thoſe who appropriate 
them to one only; or that plurality and unity of 
perſon is the ſame. The trinitarian doctrine, ac- 
cording to the articles of the church of England is, 
that © in the unity of the godhead there be three 
« perſons of one ſubſtance, power and eternity; the 
% Father, the Son and the Holy Ghoſt.” According 
to the catechiſm of the reverend aſſembly of divines, 
te there are three perſons in the godhead, the Father, 


* Preface, page 7. 
the 
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d the Son and the Holy Ghoſt ; and theſe three are 


et one; the ſame in ſubſtance, equal in power and 
« glory.“ In oppoſition to this doctrine of 
t three perſons making one God,” the Unitarians 


© maintain that the eſſence of the Deity is ſimple 


© and undivided; that God the Father only (and 
„ not the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit) is 


© the true and living God, and the fountain of all 


« power and perfection in the univerſe; and that 


« to elevate any other beings to an equality with 


ce him is idolatry and impiety *.” The difference 
between theſe two creeds is, in my opinion, moſt 
material; ſo great and marked, as to entitle 'the 
latter, if we would uſe terms with truth and pro- 


priety, to the excluſive title of UNiTARIAN. In 


that creed only is, really, unequivocally and ex- 
plicitly maintained the doctrine of the divine unity; 
a ſtrict and undivided unity. But trinitarianiſm is 
a multiplication of Deity ; it implies and aſſerts an 

union of two other perſons, Jeſus and the holy 
ſpirit, with the ſupreme. Father, and it calls them» 
theſe three perſons, ene God, Though it ſeems to 
allow, that there is but one God; yet, it holds a 
language inconſiſtent with theſe ſentiments, and is a 
foundation for the worſhip of three. Pardon me 
then, Sir, if I aſſert, at leaſt if I give it as my 
opinion, that they who hold and preſerve the doc- 
trine af the unity of God, whole and uncorrupt, in 


* Dr. Price's Sermons on the Christian Doctrine, p. 73. 
all 


( 


all its fimplicity, have even an excluſive title to 


the name of UNITARIANS. The ground of their 
faith and the ground on which they claim this name, 
is this; that the ſcriptures lead them ©© to conſider 
«God as one perſon, as we, each of us, conſider 
« ourſelves. as one perſon; and they give us not 
« the leaſt ground to ſuppoſe God to conſiſt of two, 
« or three, or more perſons. This ſimple idea of 
* God, that he is one ſingle perſon, literally per- 
« yades every paſſage of the ſacred volumes *.“ 
The title of one of your letters is, I obſerve, 
4 On the reſemblance of ſocinianiſm to deiſm, and 
c the tendency of one to the other.” This alſo 


appears to me a ſoleciſm: it implies inconſiſtency . 


and abſurdity. It implies, that to receive the di- 
vine miſſion of Jeſus has a reſemblance to conſi- 
dering him as a deceiver: that to take him as my 
maſter, the reſurrection and the life has a tendency 
to the rejection of him: that to learn of him is to 


deny him: that to profeſs to obey him reſembles 


diſobedience: and that to hope for the mercy of 
God in him will lead me to caſt off this hope. 

It is a ſingular circumſtance that a reſemblance 
and affinity to deiſm, ſhould be aſcribed to the 
creed of thoſe among whom have ariſen the moſt 


* Lindsey's Examination of Robinson's Plea, p. 174. 
How can we form any notion of the unity of the supreme 
« being, but from that unity of which we ourselves are con- 
e scious.”” Memoirs of the Life and Writings of Mr. * 
p- 266. 

able 
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able critics in the ſcriptures, and the moſt eminent 
advocates for divine revelation. Socinus himſelf 


wrote a piece entitled, An Argument for the 
« authority of the Holy Scriptures;” which a 
biſhop of the church of England, recommended to 
his clergy, as a valuable performance * : and which 
2 divine of that church tranſlated into Engliſh +. 
Lardner ſpent his life, and fortune, in part, in in- 
veſtigating and proving, The Credibility of the 
« Goſpel.” Lowman, Forſter, and Duchal, were 
Unitarians :. fo were Locke, and Sir Iſaac Newton. 
Theſe two not only defended Revelation, but 


| ſtudied and explained the ſcriptures. The Poliſh 


brethren are among the commentators of the firſt 
reputation. Among authors of the preſent day, no 
one hath written ſo much on the evidences of 


_ chriſtianity, as hath: Dr. Prieftley. I will add, 
from what I know of thoſe whom you ſtyle ſoci- 


nians, and with whom you do not pretend to have 


any extenſive acquaintance þ ; “ that amidſt all the 


e viciſſitudes of life, the great principles of the 
« goſpel are the ground of their conſolation and 
«K hope. There are no men to whom the glad 
ce tidings of eternal life are more deſireable, or 
« who look forward with more ftedfaſtneſs and 


* Bishop Smalbrooke's Charge to the Clergy of the Dio- 
cese of St. David's, 1728, p. 34. 

+ Mr. Edward Coombe. 

} Page 319. 
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ce joy to that period, when this mortality ſhall be 
« exchanged for immortality *.“ | 

Lou, Sir, attempt to prove the relation of foci- 
ane to deiſm, from an agreement in ſome in- 
ſtances. So the primitive chriſtians were charged 
by their idolatrous neighbours with atheiſm, be- 
cauſe with atheiſts they worſhipped not their 
Gods +. There muſt, in general, be ſome princi- 
ples in common between perſons whoſe ſentiments, 
in many eſſential points, are remote from each 
other. Under a variety. of opinions, and a great 
difference of judgment on ſome points, there will 
be a reſemblance in other points between. creatures 
endowed with the ſame powers and paſkons. For 
inſtance, if, as you ſay, © Socinians are continually: 
„ boaſting of their ſucceſs, and of the great in- 
% creaſe of their numbers; and fo are alſo the 
« deiſts f. I am apt to think, that this point of 
reſemblance may be carried further, even to Mr. 
Fuller: for the manner, in which he ſpeaks of 
c hundreds of miniſters,” and “ hundreds of con- 
<« gregations $,” that furnifh proofs of the efficacy 
of the calviniſtic ſyſtem may be thought to. bear 
a great agreement with the ſtrains of triumph, 
which he aſcribes to deiſts and ſocinians. But L 
cannot think, that there is in his ſentiments, or in 


* Remarks on the bishop of Lincoln's Charge, p. 20. 
+ Bullet's History of the Establishment of Christianity. 
+ Page 314, 15. 8 Page 27. 
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- his mind, any particular tendency which will lead 


him to the camp of either. | 

The general tenor of your book and your mode 
of arguing remind me, Sir, of a piece publiſhed 
in the laſt century, entitled, «© PURITANISME the 
« mother; SINNE the daughter: or, a treatiſe 
« wherein is demonſtrated from twenty, ſeveral 
« doctrines and poſitions of puritaniſme ; that the 
« faith and religion of the puritans, doth forcibly 
« induce its profeſſors to the perpetrating of 
« SINNE, and doth warrant the committing of the 
« ſame.” I could wiſh the piece in your hands, 
and to ſee what remarks you would offer on the 
candor of the imputation, or the concluſiveneſs of 
the argument. The ſame remarks, I am inclined 
to think, would ſupply an anſwer to the general 
tenor of your own treatiſe. 

But you © have been told that it is very com- 
© mon for thoſe who go over to infidelity to paſs 
« through ſocinianiſm in their way. If this be 
« the caſe,” you add, © it is no more than may be 
« expected according to the natural courſe of 
ce things *.” A ſimilar remark, if I miſtake not, 
I have ſeen made on the ſide of popery againſt the 
reformation, that proteſtantiſm was the paſs to in- 
fidelity. Fact may be admitted, in ſeveral inſtances 
to verify it, in both caſes; and the ſame general 
anſwer offers to each. With reſpect to thoſe who 


Y Page 319. 
have 
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have been educated in popery, or in calviniſm, the 
. doctrines of religion have come to them before the 


_ proofs of the truth of chriſtianity; and with a 


mixture of explications and inferences peculiar to 
each ſcheme, © The effect which too frequent- 
ly follows, from chriſtianity being preſented in 
« this form, is,“ as an excellent writer obſerves, 
„ that, when any articles, which appear as parts 
of it, contradict the apprehenſion of the perſons 
© to whom it is propoſed, men of raſh and conh- 
ce dent tempers, haſtily and indiſcriminately reject 


e the whole .“ Or if they do make a ſtop, and 


pauſe at ſome intermediate ſtage, having never felt 
a foundation, by ſtudying the credibility of the 
goſpel ; and having probably rejected, with preci- 
pitance and haſte, the principles of education, they 
are more eaſily led away by new difficulties and 


objections, affecting not particular doctrines but 
the truth of revelation. The blame, or reflection 


doth not lie on the ſentiments, which they may, 


for an intermediate ſpace, hold; but on their not 


having preſerved, nor being taught to preſerve the 
ſeparation between evidences and doctrines; nor 
having been accuſtomed to inveſtigate and aſcer- 
tain the former diſtinctly and independently of the 
latter. 1 5 6 
Vou have one Letter, No. XI. in which you 
profeſs to compare the Syſtems in their influence 


* Paley's Evidenc:s of Christianit 7, b. ii. p. 391, 80. ed. 
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ce to promote the love of Chriſt:“ as I have not, 
with reſpect to the other diviſions of your work, 
entered into a minute and particular diſcuſſion of 
your reaſoning, or examination of your quotations, 
neither ſhall I do it here. But I would lay before 
you and our readers, what I have already offered on 
the nature and grounds of the love of Chriſt, in 
a paper, publithed ſeveral years ſince, in “ The 
„Theological Repoſitory *; and which, I con- 
ceive, will form a ſuitable appendix to theſe let- 
ters. FE a 
But before I drop my pen, I requeſt your atten- 
tion to one paſſage, and the only one in your work, 
where my name occurs. You bring a charge of 
pride againſt the ſocinians; and among other proofs 
of it, is what you call their “ ſpouting extrava- 
« gant compliments on one another,” At the 
bottom of the page you ſay, „See Mr. Toulmin's 
« ſermon, for Mr. Robinſon.” Whether the eu- 
logium I paſſed on Mr. Robinſon were extravagant 
or not, the reader, who is converſant with his 
works and has peruſed the memoirs of him lately 
publiſhed, will determine. But I totally diſavow 
the mctive to which you inſinuate my compliments 
to his memory is to be imputed ; viz. a pride in 
overating and extolling his abilities and character, 
becauſe they reflected honour on the ſentiments 
which, before his death, it was ſuppoſed he had 


* Vol. vi. p. 284. 
| embraced, 
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embraced, My reſpect for Mr. Robinſon, I muft 
inform you, commenced with the firſt knowledge I 
had of his character. This was years before his 
death, and before the change of his ſentiments. 

The correſpondence I had with him began about the 
year 1775. It originated with myſelf, and com- 
menced with ſome mark of the reſpect due to his 
character, and of the friendſhip for which his cir- 
cumſtances then called, which it was happily in my 
power, at that time, to render to him ; when he 
was, by principle and intimacy, connected with the 
baptiſts. My regard for Mr. Robinſon did not ebb 
and flow with the fluctuation of his opinions: but 
was governed by the permanent qualities of the 
man, the friend of liberty and piety, and who had 
facrihced much for conſcience. I may ſpeak the 
more boldly on this head, becauſe I have given other 
proofs of my readineſs to own and praiſe worth, 
wherever found, in the various additions I have 
made, as often as great and excellent characters 
of any farty or creed came before me, in my 
new edition of Mr. Neal's « Hiſtory of the Puri- 
* tang,” 

Your imputation, therefore, has not done m2 
juſtice, But you did not know me, except as a 
ſocinian, and a ſocinian biographer : this characte 
you might think mcompatible with that of the fa r 
and candid hiſtorian. When you are convinced, 
that I have alſo appeared in that character, you vill, 

D 2 I would 


1 

J would perſuade myſelf, ſhould an opportunity 
offer, be ready to own it and to retract your reflec- 
tions. But I dwell too much on this trifling cir- 
cumſtance, which does not materially affect your 
argument or my own. I leave your work, my re- 
marks, and the queſtions between us, to the candid 
and intelligent reader. 

To him I recommend the following excellent 
ſentiments from Dr. Lardner: « Truth in things 
of religion is not a matter of indifference. Every 
c yirtuous mind muſt be deſirous to know it. But 
« no ſpeculative belief, without practice, is ſav- 
E | « ing, or will give a man real worth and excel- 
| ©« lence. The knowledge that puffeth up is vain 
4 ce and, inſignificant. To knowledge there ſhould 
« be added humility, gratitude to God who has 
« afforded us means and opportunities of know- 
« ledge; a modeſt ſenſe of our remaining ignorance 
« and imperfection ; a difidence and apprehenſive- 
© neſs, that though we ſee ſome things with great 
« evidence, and are firmly perſuaded of their truth, 
“ nevertheleſs many of our judgments of things 
« may be falſe and erroneous. 


1 6 „ We ſhould likewiſe be cautious of judging 
1 ic others. Some who have leſs knowledge, may 
6 « have more virtue. God alone knows the hearts 

« of men, and all their circumſtances ; and is there- 

1 4 fore the only judge what errors are criminal, and 


1 « how far men fall ſhort of improving the advan- 
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te tages afforded them, or act up to the light that 
te has been given them *. / . A 
With every good wiſh that ſucceſs may attend | 

all your juſt and ſcriptural attempts to promote | 
practical religion, ; 

I am, | 
Reverend Sir, reſpectfully, 

Your humble Servant. ; 


* Lardner's Works, 8vo. b. x, page 633. or, Two 
Schemes of a Trinity considered, &c. In Four Sermons, 4 
P- 71. | 
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GROUNDS OF LOVE TO CHRIST. 


TQ THE DIRECTORS OF THE THEOLOGICAL 
REPOSITORY, 


* 


GENTLEMEN, 


Your having given a place in your valuable 
Repoſitory to the paper of X. V. Z. on the Love of 
Chriſt, is not only a mark of reſpect and diſtinction 
beſtowed on that piece, bug ſeems to carry with it 
an approbation of the hint with which the author 
claſes, and to expreſs your diſpoſition to receive a 


candid and pertinent illuſtration of the point which 


he wiſhes ta ſee diſcuſſed. | 
« I ſhould be very happy, ſays he, to ſee, in one 
<« connected view, all that is faid in the New 
« Teſtament reſpecting this duty (the Love of 
N D 4 “ Chriſt 
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« Chriſt) and the explanation of thoſe texts on the 
« ſuppoſition that Jeſus Chriſt was a mere man, 
© incapable, of and from himſelf, of acting as he 
« did while on earth, if the divine ſpirit had not 
« conſtantly animated, directed and aſſiſted him.“ 

The difficulty ſtated by X. V. Z. appears to me, 
as it does to him, to be ſerious and important: and 
it is certainly of a popular nature, and will be a bar 
to the reception of ſtrict Unitarian ſentiments, par- 
ticularly, with thoſe who exerciſe their warmer af- 
fections more than their cool judgment in matters of 
religion. It calls therefore for à full diſcuſſion. 
But, beſides this, it is a pleaſure to read, it is a,plea- 
ſure to conſider and weigh the poſitions advanced 
by ſo candid and liberal a writer. May I be per- 
mitted therefore, through the channel of your miſ- 
cellany, to ſubmit the following remarks to his 
conſideration. 

I would begin with that mode of treating the 
queſtion which he propoſes in the concluſion of his 
piece. For this method is at once to come to the 


ſource, and fountain head, of all our obligations to 


the duty on which he has his difficulties. The 
real queſtion with us ſhould be, not what motives 
to the /ove of Chrift doth any particular ſcheme of 
ſentiments concerning his perfon ſupply ; but, on 


what grounds do the Scriptures recommend and 


enforce it: and what doth the New Teſtament ap- 
pear to mean by this affection? It is therefore very 
proper, and even a moſt direct OY of "_— to 

ſome 


nn 


* 
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ſome clear and authoritative concluſion, to bring 
into a connected view, as X. V. Z. wiſhes to be 
done, all the texts that ſpeak of this duty. The re- 
view of theſe texts will alſo ſuggeſt ſome remarks 
on what this writer hath offered on the ſubject. 

On collecting them together, it is obvious, that 
the texts, in which mention is made of the love of : 
Chrift, divide themſelves into two claſſes: as the 
phraſe may mean either his love to us, or our affec- 
tion to him. It is propoſed therefore to follow this 
arrangement as being both juſt and natural in itſelf; 
and as the paſſages, under the firſt, will throw light 
upon thoſe which we ſhall bring forward under the- 
ſecond, claſs. | 

To begin with thoſe paſſages which ſpeak of the 
love of Chrift to mankind. The firſt texts which. 
offer here are the declarations of Chriſt concerning: 
his love of his diſciples and his exhortations to- 
them to love one: another, as John xiii. 34. with 
ch. xv. 9, It, 13. A new commandment give F 
« unto you, that ye love one another; as I have loved 
4 you, that ye alſo love: one another. This is ny com 
 «. mandment, that ye love one another as I have 
« loved you. Greater love hath no man than this 
« that a man lay down his life for his friend.” Here 
Chriſt only aſſerts. in general terms, the affeCtion 
which. he bore to his diſciples, and exhibits it as a 
ground and model. of that which they ſhould culti-- 
vate to one another. He characteriſeth it as com- 
mon ta his Father, himſelf and his diſciples; which 

D by | | was, 
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was, as to its nature, the ſame in each. The af. 
fection itſelf, and not the particular grounds or ef. 
fects of it, is the point here repreſented and en- 


forced. In the laſt of theſe verſes our Lord does 


indeed point at one great proof of his affection, 
that of laying down his life for his friend, in which 
way the Father's love to himſelf could not be ex- 


preſſed, but their's to one another might be ſhewn.. 
This paſſage only proves that the ſame diſpoſition 


may exiſt in different minds on different principles, 
and be exercifed in different ways. Here is nothing 
that leads us to conceive of a prior exiſtence in 
glory and dignity, as eſſential either to expreſs 
Chriſt's love to mankind, or as the ground of our 
gratitude and love to him. Nay, it 1s remarkable, 
when Chrift evidently intends here to refer to the 
hig het proof of his love, he ſpeaks of it only as 
exerting itſelf in the fame way as one man ean ſhew 
his love to another: He ſpeaks of his own death, as 
the death of a man, not as the humiliation of a 
being more than human, or ſuperangelical. As far 
as the language of Chriſt here is particular and 
preciſe, it doth not correſpond to the Arian notion. 


Nothing can be drawn, particularly in favour of 


that ſentiment from the deſcriptive manner in 


which the apoſtle ſpeaks of the love of | Chriſt, 
Rom. viii. 37. Ve are more than conquerors - 


through him that loved us. In the preceding 35th 
verſe the apoſtle ſpeaks of the love of Chrift, not as 


an aſfection which he had teſtified by any particular 


: acts, 
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acts, but as a bleſſing in which we have a preſent 
intereſt and on which our hopes depend: ho ſhall 
ſeparate us from the love of Chrift® and it is ex- 
plained, ver. 39. by the love of God which is in Chrift 
\ Feſus our Lord. Here the language of the facred 
writer is general, and applieth not to any particular 
and ſpecific inſtances of Chriſt's love, 

The next text, to be alleged, is very clear bt 
explicit. It not only ſpeaks of the affection, but 
points to the chief inſtance, the greateſt pay of 
it. Gal. ii. 20. The life which I now live in the 
fleſh, T live by the faith of the Son of God who loved 
me and gave himſelf for me. To the fame purpoſe 
is Eph. v. 2.25. Walk in love as Chrift alſo hath 
loved us, and hath given himfelf an offering and 8 
ſacrifice to God of a fweet ſmelling favour, ver, 25. 
Huſbands love your wives, even as Chrift alſo loved 
the church and gave himfelf for it. To the like 
effect is the laſt paſſage to be quoted under this 
head: Unto him that loved us, and waſhed us from 
our fins in his own blood, and hath made us kings and 
priefts unto God : to him be glory for ever. Amen. 

It is obſervable that in theſe paſſages, where the 
love of Chrift is ſet before us, as the object of our 
imitation and the ground of our praiſes to him; in 
theſe paſſages, where the writer explains it and 
dilates upon it, nothing is faid of his having 
« undertaken to aſſume a body, and to go through 
the various trying ſcenes with which his life and 


ce death were attended,” but the only inſtance of 
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his love expreſsly mentioned is, that © he gave him- 
« ſelf for us; as if this act were the grand 
proof of his benevolence to us, the main and ſuf- 
ficient ground of our obligations to him. The 
principle, on which X. Y. Z. conceives Chriſt to 
be the object of our gratitude and love is not once 
mentioned: a perfect ſilence about it reigns through 
all theſe paſſages. This is quite conſonant to many 
other places, in which the love of Chriſt is not, in 
ſo many words, mentioned; but in which his dying 
for us is ſpoken of with great emphaſis; and in 


which the ſtreſs is laid upon this inſtance of ſelf- 


denial and benevolence, as the greateſt he could 
give. See Mat. xx. 28. John x. 11. 17. Gal. i. 
„. i. 8. 1 Tim. n. 6. Ti. . . 
1 Pet. 1. 19. ch. ii. 24. 1 John iii. 16. 
X. V. Z. will, on reflection, own that this was 
a ſingular act of love and friendſhip to mankind, 
and muſt perceive that the Unitarian ſentiments 
preſerve that very ground of love and gratitude to 
Jeſus Chriſt, which the New Teſtament exhibits, 
and from which it derives its arguments and ex- 
hortations. In eſtimating this inſtance of Chriſt's 
affection to mankind, the circumſtances and nature 
of his death ſhould be taken inte conſideration; that 
he humbled himſelf unto the death of the croſs, a 
moſt painful, and above all, a moſt ignominious 
death: that he ſuffered the juſt for the unjuſt to 
bring us to God. To theſe circumſtances, viz. the 
innocence of his character, and the kind of death he 
EET | underwent 
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underwent, the ſacred writers particularly refer, as 
heightening his condeſcenſion and friendſhip. But 
X. V. Z. will obſerve that the circumſtance on 
which he lays the greateſt ſtreſs, viz. a degradation 
from a glorious pre-exiftent ſtate, though it ſhould 
be ſuppoſed that it is implied in ſome repreſentations 
of the character of Chriſt, yet is never even hinted 
at, when is death is ſpoken of: though ſo proper to 
caſt a glory round it, as illuſtrating his grace and 
philanthropy. An Arian, it is evident from the 
feelings which X. Y. Z. expreſſes, would not have 
written in this ſtrain, would not have omitted a 
conſideration, on his ſcheme, ſo important and forci- 
Re 3 ble. And it is inconceivable that the facred writers, 
if they had entertained ſimilar ideas, would have 
written as they have done. 

Theſe remarks offer a ſolution of the difficulty 
which X. V. Z. intimates, when he fays: © Nor 
« do I ſee why, on Unitarian principles Jeſus 
« Chriſt is the object of a Chriſtian's gratitude 
« and love any more than, under the Jewiſh diſ- 
« penſation, Moſes was the object of theſe affec- 
« tions to the Jews.” From what has been ad- 
. vanced it is plain, there was a marked difference 
between the two characters. Moſes did not die for 
his country. He practiſed indeed a noble ſelf- 
denial for their ſake: but he did not ſacrifice his 
life in their cauſe. Nor, as I recollect, is he 
ever once held up to the Iſraelites as the object of 
their love. He was the virtuous, diſintereſted /aw- 


giver ; 
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giver ; a character deſerving great reſpect: Chriſt 
was the firing, dying friend; a character which 
inſinuates itſelf into the heart, and conſtrains affec- 
tion. 

There is another material point of difference in 
the two caſes. Moſes promiſed an inheritance to 
the Iſraelites, but did not himſelf come to a ſhare in 
the poſſeſſion: and his perſonal connexion with 

them ceaſed at his death. Between Chriſt and his 
difciples there ſubſiſts a common intereſt, as well as 
one common nature; a joint participation in the 
ſame titles, privileges and inheritance: they are 
his brethren after his reſurrection he avowed the 
relation; on the great day he will avow it. His 

God is our God: his Father is our Father: we are 

the ſons of God as well as he was: we are joint- 
beirs with him: he is indeed unſeen: he is removed 
from us. But as he died, fo he aroſe again for us: 
he entered into heaven as our forerunner: he will 
come again to our falvation, and to take us into a 
ſhare of his throne and glory. We have ſtill much 
to hope from him; nay, the nobleſt bleflings to re- 
ceive fiom him. Theſe are endearments, theſe are 
bonds of affection, which did not ſubſiſt between 
Mofes and the Iſraelites : and which, be it added, 
are in a manner undermined by the Arian ſcheme. 
For this repreſents Chriſt, not properly as our elder 
broiher, but as a glorious being, originally, to an 
inconceivable degree, above us; and who muſt be 
conſidered, even notwithſtanding his humiliation, as 
retaining 
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retaining his natural high prerogatives. On that 
ſcheme we may look up to him with reverence and 
gratitude ; but aſtoniſhment and awe muſt mingle 
with our affection, and muſt take much from the 
ſoftneſs, pleaſure and endearment of it. The love 
of him, as our brother, cannot be felt: the gentle, 
winning attractions of his humiliation are over- 
powered by the glories of his firſt dignity: the 
thought of what was human, though the New 
Teſtament frequently holds up that to our con- 
ſideration, and lays great ſtreſs upon it, is loſt in 
the contemplation of what was ſuperangelical. The 
former is ſcarcely compatible, certainly does not 
eaſily and naturally harmoniſe, with the latter, 

We next proceed to review the texts which 
ſpeak of our love of Chrift, The firſt under this 
claſs is Mat. x. 37. He that loveth father or 
mother more than me is not worthy of me: and he 
that loveth ſon or daughter more than me is not 
worthy of me : i. e. as the words are paraphraſed by 


Dr. Clark, © when things come to this extremity, 


e that a man muſt either loſe the friendſhip of the 
« deareſt relations or forſake his religion; all 
c earthly and temporal conſiderations muſt yield to 
« the one thing neceſſary, of ſecuring an eternal 
« intereſt. For whoſoever fhall prefer the love of 
«K 2 father or mother, or brother or ſiſter before 
©« true religion and virtue; cannot be a ſincere 
« diſciple of Chriſt, or be accounted worthy to be 


e admitted into the kingdom,” Or, as Dr. Dod- 


dridge 
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= i dridge gloſſes on the words, © he who loveth father 

 — I or mother more than me, and is induced by his 
g « regard to them to diſobey my precepts or re- 


« nounce my doctrine is not worthy of me.” 
The juſtneſs of this explanation of the love of 
Chriſt is eſtabliſhed by the language uſed in the 
context, where our Lord enforces the confefling 
him before men, and warns againſt denying him 
before men; but eſpecially by the characteriſtics 
of a true diſciple, which he lays down ver. 38. 
viz. © taking up his croſs and following after 
« him.” Such a love of Chriſt, it muſt be al- 
lowed, is not peculiar, or appropriate to any 


ſpeculative ideas formed concerning his original a 
dignity ;. but common to and practicable upon all 

ö ſchemes. 

| In ſome other places the love of Chriſt is by our 
divine maſter himſelf repreſented as conſiſting in - 


obedience to. him, or as deriving from obedience its 
eſſential nature. JF ye love me, keep my command- 
ments. He that hath my commandments and keepeth 
them, he it is that loveth me; if any man love ma, 
he will keep my words; he that laveth me not, keepeth 
not my ſayings. John xiv. 13. 21. 23, 24. Now 
what is in other places repreſented as the ground of 
| this obedience; no other than. this, the authority 
woeith which Chriſt acted. Thus Peter; Moſes truly 
faid, a prophet ſhall the Lord your God raiſe up unto 
you, of your brethren, like unto me; him ſhall ye hear 
in all things whatever he ſhall ſay unto you. Thus 
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the voice from heaven declared: © This is my 
e beloved Son, in whom I am well pleaſed; hear 0 
« bim.” Mat. xvii. 8. a 
In the 28th verſe, it is true, the love of Chriſt is 
repreſented as an affection which will give thoſe 
who poſſeſs it a ſenſible intereſt in what relates to 
the dignity and happineſs of their maſter. But then 
the ground or incentive to this generous ſympathy, 
which Chriſt expreſſeth an expectation of meeting 
with in his diſciples, is not any prior glory, but his 
future exaltation. 
He refers this influence of their love, not back 
to any paſt period of his being for its cauſe, but, 
forward to a future event. © If ye loved me, ye 
« would rejoice, becauſe I ſaid 1 go unto my 
“ Father, for my Father is greater than I.” 
Theſe remarks may be applied to aſcertain the 
full force of that paſſage, which X. V. Z. conſidefs 
as deſerving of particular notice. 1 Cor. xvi. 22. 


If any man love not the Lord Feſus Chriſt, let him be 


Anathema Maranatha, X. V. Z. it may be pre- 
ſumed, judges that the awful denunciation, with 
which the love of Chrift is here enforced, implieth 
that there is a peculiar criminality, an aggravated 
fin, in not loving the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. This is 

to be granted. But doth it therefore follow, that 
the guilt of it is to be eſtimated only, or principally, 


by the idea of a pre-cxiſtent glory, which he laid 


aſide for our ſakes; and which condeſcenſion was a 
peculiar claim to our gratitude? 'The apoſtle doth 
* not 
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not aſſert; he doth not even infinuate, this. For, 
while the nature of a Chriſtian's. love to his Maſter 
is well aſcertained by the former paſſages to conſiſt 
in obedience to his precepts, and in an attachment 
to his caufe, the ground of this duty, it is intimated 
by the apoſtle, is not any character ſupported by 
Chriſt before the world was, but the character he 
ſuſtained after his appearance on earth, eſpecially 
after his reſurrection, when he was made Lord and 
Chriſt *. For this is the obligation, at which the 
apoſtle points by the language, which he uſes con- 
cerning his maſter: our Lord Feſus Chriſt, i. e. him, 
who is fat down at the right hand of God: Bim, 
who is exalted to be a Prince and a Saviour, X. 
Y. Z. perhaps, may deem power and authority to 
be improperly conſidered as a ground of 1zve. And 
this muſt be allowed, if by love we mean only the 
animal paſſion ; but if, as it appears from the pre- 
ceding paſſages to be the caſe, we underſtand by it 
the rational affection, or rather an attachment to the 
doctrine and obedience to the precepts of Chriſt, 
authority is the proper ground of it: from hence 
doth the obligation to it ariſe ; eſpecially when it is 


* Hunc titulum addit, ut causam insinuet ob quam Jesum 
Christum di igere debeamus, & nisi id faciamus merito simus 
anathemate feriendi. Quis enim non debeat amare suum 
dominum a dextris Dei sedentem, suum Redemptorem et 
8ervatorem ? Quis si hoc non faciat, non mereatur ut ana- 
thema sit? et si eum etiam dominum suum esse abneget, ut 
anathema sit maranatha? Vide Slichtingium in loc. 


power 


(1 
power lodged in the hands of a benevolent: perſon, © 
and authority inveſted in the friend and ſaviour. ; A 

One text, which may be conſidered as very im- | ® 
portant in this diſcuſſion, is Epheſians iii. 14. 17, ! 
18, 19. For this cauſe F bow my knees unto the 
Father of our Lord Feſus Chrift—that Chrift may 
dwell in your hearts by faith; that you being rooted 
and grounded in love, may be able to comprehend with 
all ſaints what is the breadth and length, and depth 
and height, and to know the love of Chrift which 
paſſeth knowledge. Here the language of the apoſtle 
is ſo full and-energetic, that ſome may ſuppoſe the 
idea of Chriſt's voluntary degradation from a former 
| ſtate of glory muſt be admitted, to juſtify the force 
„and ftrength of it. But a more careful inſpection 
of the paſſage will fnew this to be a mere ſuppoſi- 
tion. Now, not to ſay that the /ove of Chriſt can- 
not neceſfarily be underſtood to mean other, than | 
the love of God by Chriſt *; the love of which he | 
is the revealer and inſtrument, it is plain, that | 

though the apoſtle meant the benevolence exerciſed 
by Chrift himſelf, yet he did not refer to the labour | 
and condeſcenſion, at the expence of which Chriſt | 
hath ſerved our eternal intereſt ; but to the benefits 
of redemption: to the 5lefſings ſecured and imparted, 
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Caritas Christi, u er, qua a Deo per Christum diligi- 
mur, que Dei quidem est, sed quia a Christo nobis revelata 
et oblata est, ideo charitas vel gratia Christi dicitur, ad Rom. | 
ic35- and viii. 35. confer eum, 39, Vide Crellium in loc. | 


4 
RE 
A 
{ "A FF 
2 
* — | 
* »* 
p 
4 
* 
LY 


- » 


 -, "_ 
"<5 "Wa. 


- * . . w * * B ̃ͤ !!!! ⅛—⅛³ in ⁵ “v ²mꝛ̃ ꝶy 


* 


% 1 1 
* 8 0 W 4 4 2 po 1 y p —" p =. T7 * 2 s - , + * . N * A 
2 * 4 > : , 


2d : L 
A 1 ie” 


—— — 2 — - — 


— 
— 


— > 
Ale wi a . , nal 9 b 2 * * 
ä chit = — 5 

* * 28 25 4 . 0 
” = — S; 4 4s 
* e - r — wo Th 4c 

2 ws a " 2 9 * Pl Lots 7 
# 7 


r N * — 
MT . 7 


— ” ” 


„ 8 


—— rs ne 


— e-. 
. 0 ; cv 1 131 
$ * % W 1 ; 
f F. 
— . en oo ets | Wot 
p 
- - ” — J N 
4 ut 
, * ; 
- 


( 68 ) 


and not to the humiliation and ſufferings by which 
they were ſecured. It appears from the context, 
ver. 1—12, that the apoſtle's mind laboured with 
the ſubject which offered to his thoughts. What 
was this ſubject? Not the condeſcenſion of Chriſt ; 
but the myſtery, which from the beginning of the 
world had been hid with God, the preaching to the 
Gentiles the unſearchable riches of Chriſt. On this 


account it was, that he bowed his knees to the 


Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that they might 


know the love of Chriſt : or the vaſt extent of the 


chriſtian ſcheme of grace; its unlimited influence, 
and comprehenſive reach. | 
Another paſſage to which, in this enquiry, we 
muſt advert is Epheſ. vi. 24. Grace be with all 
them that love our Lord Feſus Chriſt in ſincerity. Or 


with incorruption, as it is in the margin of our 


bibles, Mr. Locke's note, on this text, as juſt and 
preciſe, deſerves attention. © In this epiſtle to 
e the Epheſians, Paul ſets forth the goſpel as a 
&« diſpenſation ſo much, in every thing ſuperior to 
ce the law, that it was to debaſe, corrupt and 
te deſtroy the goſpel, to join circumciſion and the 
cc obſervances of the law as neceſſary to it. Having 
« written this epiſtle to this end, he here, in the 
& cloſe, having the ſame thought ſtill upon his mind, 
© pronounces favour on all thoſe who love the Lord 
4 Feſus Chriſt in incorruption, i. e. without mixing 
« or joining any thing with him in the work of 

| — | ©« our 


— 
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© our ſalvation, that may render the goſpel uſeleſs 


and ineffectual,” 

| The only text, which remains to be produced 
under this head is 1 Pet. i. 8. J/hom having not 
ſeen ye love. The only idea, on the ſubject, pe- 
culiar to this clauſe, is that of the circumſtance 
which ſet off to advantage the affection which 
the Chriſtians, whom Peter addreſſed, felt towards 
their divine maſter: namely, that it was not aided 
and invigorated by a perſonal acquaintance with 
its object. But this paſſage ſuggeſts nothing parti- 
cular concerning the nature and obligations of our 


love to Chriſt. And though in the context there is 


an expreſs and animated repreſentation of benefits 
derived to us through Jeſus Chriſt, or to be com- 
municated at his appearance, yet there is no re- 
ference to the principle which X. V. Z. conceives 
to lie at the foundation of love to Chriſt. The 
apoſtle inſiſts upon the rœſurrection of Chriſt, and 
on his appear ance Again, but as to his coming into 
this world, from a prior and more exalted ſtate of 
being, he is ſilent about it. | 

Thus we have placed together, in one con- 
nected view, all that is faid in the New Teſtament 
concerning this duty, the love of Chriſt, except 
one paſſage: in which there is an ambiguity ; but 
an ambiguity that doth not affect this argument, 
but only makes it uncertain to which claſs of texts, 
in our arrangement, it belongs ; whether to thoſe 
that ſpeak of the affection of Chriſt towards us, or 
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of ours towards him. It is in 2 Cor. v. 14, 15. 
The love of Chriſt conſtraineth us: becauſe we thus 
judge, that if one died for all, then were all dead : 
and that he died for all, that they who live ſhould not 
henceforth live unto themſelves, but unto him who 
died for them and roſe again. But which ever way 
the language of the apoſtle in the firſt clauſe, is ex- 
plained, the following clauſes amply ſtate the 
ground, on which the ſentiments of love and grati- 
tude to Chriſt were felt and cultivated : This is no 
other, than his dying for us. 

On the ſurvey of the whole, it is remarkable, 
that the love of Chriſt is, in every paſſage, repre- 
ſented and enforced without any regard to, and 


totally independent of, the conſideration of his hav- 


ing left a former ſtate, and relinquiſhed any prior 
glory. I ſhould -conceive therefore, chat if ſtrict 


 Vnitarian principles have any “ tendency to abate 


„ the love and reverence which bave hitherto ap- 
<« peared to X. V. Z. to be due to Jeſus Chrift,” 
it muſt proceed not from theſe principles themſelves, 
but from the affociation, that has Jong exiſted 


in his mind, being diſſolved by embracing thoſe 


principles. The texts we have-enumerated, exhort 
and perſuade to the love of Chriſt on principles 
very 4iftin? and remote from the idea of his pre- 
exiſtence in circumſtances of great power and 
glory. Theſe principles are therefore to be deemed 
the juſt, fuJcient, and indeed only ſcriptural 
grounds of that affection. If they do not beget 
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to Jeſus Chriſt, the defect muſt be, not in the 
principles, but in the mind; which, having but 
lately received them, doth not yet feel the 
force of them. 

It often ſtrikes me, that Arian chriftians are ſo 
accuſtomed to conſider the character and condeſ- 


cenſion of Chriſt, in connexion with their idea of 


his former dignity ; they are ſo habituated to aſcribe 
in a manner, all the merit and excellence of his 
benevolence to his quitting that dignity, that they 
ſeem to overlook the condeſcenſions and . humility 
of his deportment, © the benevolent part which 
c“ he acted on earth,” and his dying for us; on 


which laſt great inſtance of his friendſnip, as we 
have ſeen, the ſcriptures lay the ſtreſs; and the 


conſideration of which they exhibit, detached by 
1tſelf, without repreſenting it as deriving its merit 
from a contraſt with his former glory. Upon the 
Arian ſcheme it ſhould ſeem, Chriſt cannot be ſup- 
poſed to look upon death with the ſentiments and 
feelings of a man. He muſt have been a ſtranger to 
the natural love of life; to that ſtrong attachment 
to the preſent ſtate of being, of which we are con- 
ſcious: for the continuance of life would preſent to 
him nothing worthy the deſire of fo exalted a being. 
To die, in his caſe was, on that ſcheme, to reſume 
his dignity 3 to be delivered from the body, which 
he had aſſumed. Under theſe circumſtances, w 

| | | felt 
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ſelf-denial,. what facrifice could it be in Him, to 
give up his life? 

Should it be urged, that to repreſent the — 
lence as principally conſiſting in his ſubmiſſion to 
the death of the croſs, without taking in the con- 
ſideration of his prior glory, is to reduce his bene- 
Bl volence to a level with that of many other men, 
| who have willingly met death in its worſt forms, 
ar for the ſake of truth and human happineſs ; it may, 
| |, | in reply, be aſked, when this argument is brought 
Ih forward, is not what was peculiar to the caſe of 
(|| Chriſt, forgotten ? Is it not forgotten ; that, as he 
| | himſelf ſaid, when he was apprehended, he could 

have © prayed to his Father, and thereupon HE 
« would have ſent legions of angels to reſcue him:“ 
Tauhat „ no man took his life from him, but that he 
. c laid it down of himſelf?” Theſe expreſſions de- 
_ | note that Chriſt was not a mere paſſive inſtrument - 
uy but that he acted in his great character with a be- 
nevolent deſign, and preferred the accompliſhing the 
kind purpoſes of it, in the fulleſt extent, to the pre- 
ſervation of his life; though he could have pre- 
Bit: ſerved it with honour and piety ; though he could 
0 . have procured a ſuper- natural, conſequently a glori- 
ous, interpoſition in his favour. 
at The remark of X. V. Z. with reſpect to the MK 
; uſe Chriſt made of his miraculous powers, viz, 
« That it cannot be on any ground ſuppoſed, that 
« the ſame divine energy would have attended 
©« Chriſt on the ſuppoſition of its having been 
« poſſible 
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ec poſſible for him to have attempted the application 
« of it to any purpoſe, directly oppoſite to thoſe = 
« for which it was beſtowed :” and his more gene- = 
ral obſervation, © I cannot ſuppoſe, that our Saviour 'M 
e had it in his power to have defeated the purpoſes 
« of infinite wiſdom, by which he was continually 
© directed.” Theſe remarks, I apprehend, may be 
retorted and applied with equal force to the Arian 
ſentiment. On that ſcheme, he was in actual poſ- 
| ſeſſion of glory and power, more than human or 
angelic, before the world was: which the coun- 
ſels of divine benevolence required him, for a 
time, to relinquiſh and lay aſide. Had he it in 
his power to. counteract thoſe purpoſes, by de- 
| clining to aſſume a body, and to go through the 4 
. 1 8 various trying ſcenes with which his life and death N 
T7 would be attended? Or if he were a voluntary 
agent in relinquiſhing this dignity, why ought 
he not to be conſidered as equally ſo in declining 
to avail himſelf of his miraculous powers to an- 
{wer any purpoſes of ambition; and in giving up 
his life for mankind ? | 
For though he did, not by his own power, 
perform the works, but his Father who was with 
him, did them: yet the conſciouſneſs of ſuch an 
energy attending him, the conſciouſneſs that God 
heard him always“ was to one, who was in all 
points tempted like as we are, a ſtrong tempta- 7 
tion to pride and ambition. The effects, the glo- g bo 
rious diſplays, of this energy gave him an amazing * 
| — influence, 
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influence, which was in itſelf a powerful temptation 
to ſwerve from the great ends of his miſſion. But 
he was ſuperior to theſe ſnares: and, in this view, 
have not his ſelf-denial, humility, and death, 
ſingular merit“? In a word, on the Arian or 
Unitarian ſcheme, Chriſt was as really a voluntary 
agent in the execution of the divine purpoſes, as 
are any of us in the common ſpheres of life. 
The merit and glory of an agent, acting from 
motives of benevolence, freely embarking in a 
great and noble deſign, and, in the proſecution 
of it, meeting with reproach, poverty, ſufferings, 
and death, are juſtly to be given to him: and 
bring us under the obligations of love and grati- 
tude. 
Theſe remarks are ſubmitted to X. V. Z. and 
it is referred to him, whether the love of Chriſt 
doth not ſtand in the ſcriptures, wholly independent 
- of the idea of his pre-exiſtent glory. That idea 
may be allowed to ſupply a motive, a ground for 
the duty: but the duty ariſeth from other conſi- 
derations; and wherever it is mentioned, is not 
inculcated by that argument. | | 
N PHILOSOTER. 
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* See these thoughts pursued and illustrated with great 
force, by the excellent Dr, Price in his sermons, p. 357—360. 
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